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INTRODUCTION.

ABSURD as Homeeopathy appears on the face of it to the
man of science or of plain common sense, the extent of its
absurdity is revealed only by a thorough examination of its
pretended facts and its plausible reasonings. Such an examina-
tion, it is obvious, is not given to it by the mass of those who
believe in this vaunted system. A wordy and finespun theory,
built upon the loosest analogies, especially if accompanied, as is
usual with all forms of delusion and quackery, with reports of
wonderful cures, is sufficient to satisfy them, at least till some
other system presents itself, with similar appliances for fascinat-
ing the ear of popular credulity.

And it is not merely the novelty-secking and the superficial
who manifest this credulity ; but we find many of the well-
informed and intelligent, though they may be on their gmard

against errors and false theories on all other subjects, occasion-



vl INTRODUCTION.

. ally entrappea by delusions in medicine. For, although there is
in the investigation of medicine a peculiar necessity for rigid
observation and cautious reasoning, there is more disposition to
observe carelessly and reason loosely on this subject, than there
is in relation to any other in the wide range of science. This is
to be seen even among those whose occupations favor the for-
mation of good habits of observation and reasoning. The
lawyer, who is in the habit of scrutinizing testimony, is apt to
set aside his strict rules of evidence when he opens his ear to
medical statements, and he forgets to sift them with the inge-
nious cross-questioning, with which he has so often elicited truth
and unmasked falsehood in the court-room. The clergyman
often gives credence to statements and dogmas in medicine, that
are founded on proofs which he would scout as utterly fallacious
if they were applied to theology, or indeed to any other sub-
ject. The scientific man, even though he may be engaged in
some department of science, in which rigid demonstration and
careful experimenting are constantly put in requisition, is often
made a convert to some system of medicine, or even to some
nostrum, by the force of loose analogies, or looser statements.
The man of business too, who examines everything with his
plain, shrewd common sense, and because he does so, succeeds
where others less wary fail, dismisses this sentinel so faithful to
warn of error, the moment that he enters the domain of medi-
cine, and yields himself to the guidance of a blind eredulity.

Even the physician does not always go counter to the prevalent
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disposition of the community, but sometimes yields to the
general tendency ; ana accordingly we have, in the records of
medical experience a vast amount of careless and ill-digested
observation and reasoning. The causes of this loose habit of
mind in relation to medical subjeets, it is not necessary here to
trace out; but of its prevalence and of its wide influence in
fostering delusion and quackery, the evidences are palpable and
abundant.

The investigation, then, which I propose to make of Homceo-
pathy in this essay, will be of service, not merely in putting a
proper estimate upon the claims of this system to our belief;
but also, and chiefly, in developing the true application of the
rules of evidence to medical practice generally, and in exposing
the various misapplications of them, which are the sources of so
much error both in the popular and the professional mind.
Medical delusions, generally, though so diversified in their forms,
have a strong family resemblance, and the fallacies of Homaeo-
pathy may be considered as the types of other fallacies. An
exposition of them, therefore, will reveal to the reader the
foundations of other delusions and forms of quackery, and will
perhaps enable him so to apply the principles of evidence n
medicine, that he may in future the more readily detect error,
whether it appear in the garb of learning or of ignorance.

A refutation merely of Homceopathy, without regard to other
delusions, or to the general sources of error, would be a com-

paratively trivial, and almost useless effort. If it should be
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successful in dislodging this boasted system from its hold upon
the popular belief and favor, some other fallacious system would
take its place. And if left to itself, it would in a little time pass
away, like all other delusions before it. In attacking Homoceo-
pathy therefore, we must look beyond this delusion, and aim at
an exposure of the common sources of error, if we wish to pro-
duce any valuable and permanent effect.

The examination of Homceopathy presented in this essay,
will, I trust, commend itself to my readers as being fair and
candid, I have no desire to search out its weak points, and
leave untouched its strong omnes, if there be any; but I am
willing to meet it at every point. I have endeavored to look at
the subject as a whole, and not take any partial view of it.
I have also endeavored to discover the exact positions of the
various writers on Homceopathy, so that I may not misstate the
views of any one. I have been the more careful on this point,
because Homeeopathists are so prone to make abundant use of
any. accidental misrepresentation of their doctrines, however
slight it may be; and thus divert attention from the real and
main points at issue. Whatever is at all doubtful I have
omitted, and have taken into view only those points on which
the statements and reasonings of Homceopathic writers are most
explicit and clear. I have found many discrepancies and incon-
sistencies between different prominent Homceopathists, some of
which I notice. It will be seen that I do not make Homceo-

pathy responsible for everything which has been said for it by

-
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its advocates ; but that I am willing even to strip it of all in
regard to which there is any disagreement among them, and lef
its merits stand or fall by an examination of what remains.

Homeeopathy is so absurd, that it seems almost a waste of
time and effort to go through with a formal refutation of it
And so it would be, were its refutation not made necessary, from
its adoption by so many of the intelligent and influential among
the non-medical portion of the community. Such persons, I
trust, will find, on reading this essay, that their belief in the
system of Hahnemann has been formed without a real under-
standing of its merits. And I flatter myself that those of them
who will give me a candid hearing, will be induced to abandon
such a combination of falsities and inconsistencies as this system
presents,

Homeeopathists complain that physicians ridicule their doe-
trines, and very gravely say, that the system of the “sage of
Coethen,” is not to be put down by a laugh, But when things
are exceedingly laughable, it is a little unreasonable to demand
of us an imperturbable gravity. When Homeeopathy conjures
up its ridiculous fantasies to play before us like so many harle-
quins, it is hard to be denied the privilege of laughing at them.
As to the alleged impropriety of ridicule in the discussion of the
merits of this system, it may be remarked, that it cannot be
improper if it only be used fairly ; and if a litile pleasantry suf-
fice to demolish an error, it surely is an unnecessary waste of

power to attack it with strong and sober argument. It were
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folly to deal sturdy blows at bubbles which can be dissolved by
the slightest touch.

With these few preliminary remarks, I invite the reader to
accompany me in this examination; and if he will take the
pains to go to the sources from which I have derived my infor-
mation in regard to the doctrines of Homeeopathy, I shall be
glad to have my accuracy put to this test. The authorities
upon which I have relied are solely standard Homeeopathie
authors. I have selected the best of them, so far as I could find
by enquiring of Homeeopathists themselves which are the best.
I have not undertaken to go through all the Homceopathic
literature that could be found, for that would be a waste of time,
to say nothing of the toilsomeness and disgust attending such a
pilgrimage. A list of the authorities to which I refer, may be

found at the conclusion of this essay.
W. HOOKER.

Norwich, Conw., August, 1851.

NOTE TO THE SECOND EDITION.

Since the publication of the first edition, some facts have come out in
regard to the conversion of Professor Henderson to Homeopathy, which
are of so significant a character, that I have thought proper to insert
them, with some comments, in an Appendix.
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CHAPTER LI

EXPOSITION OF THE B8YSTEM OF HAHNEMANN.

Samver, Hauvemann, the founder of the system
termed Homaeopathy, was born at Messein, in Saxony,
in the year 1755. His father was a painter on porce-
lain, and had not the means of giving him a profes-
sional education. ¢ Happily, however,” says Mr.
Sampson, one of his warmest eulogists, “ at twelve
years of age he attracted the attention of Dr. Muller,
the Director of the Provincial School, by whom a free
admission was procured for him to all the advan-
tages of that establishment. His progress was rapid,
and in a short time he became one of the assistant
teachers.” On leaving this school, he resolved to de-
vote himself to the medical profession. For this pur-
pose he went to the university of Leipsic, with only
twenty ducats in his pocket. He supported himself
there by translating French and English works into
German. At the end of two years he went to Vienna,
to gain in the hospitals of that city the advantages

1-!1’:
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of extensive practical observation. He there, Mr.
Sampson informs us, obtained the favor of Dr
Quarin, Physician to the Emperor of Austria; and
the Governor of Hermandstadt having afterward made
him the medical attendant of his household, he, in
that post, acquired a sufficient sum to enable him
to return to Germany, where, in 1779, he took the
degree of M.D. at the university of Erlangen.

Hahnemann now settled as a practitioner of medi-
cine in Dresden, and in 1785 he married Henriette
Kuchler, the daughter of a chemist. He was quite
a large contributor to the medical periodicals at this
time ; and he published some works, which his eulo-
gists pronounced to be very remarkable. Though his
prospects of success were very flattering, it is said
that he was so much dissatisfied with the uncertainty
attending the practice of medicine then in vogue,
that he relinquished his profession, and devoted him-
self to the study of chemistry, and to the translation
of foreign works.

“ At length,” says Mr. Sampson, “in the year
1790, whilst translating the Materia Medica of Cullen,
being struck with the contradictory statements which
it contained regarding the action of Peruvian bark
upon the human system, it occurred to him to test
the action of this medicine upon himself. The first
dose produced symptoms similar to those of the pecu-
liar kind of intermittent fever which the same medi-
cine is known to cure ; and his attention having been
strongly arrested by this fact, he repeated the experi-
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ment, and also induced some friends to resort to a
similar trial, in order to ascertain that it was not
acecidental. The results in each case were confirma-
tory of the first ; and the question seems to have been
irresistibly forced upon him, ¢ Can it be possible that
this property which I now observe in Peruvian bark,
of producing symptoms analogous to those of the dis-
ease for which it is a remedy, is a property peculiar
to medicines of all kinds? From that moment he
commenced a series of experiments on other sub-
stances—mercury, belladonna, digitalis, cocculus, ete.,
which, in proportion as he extended them, led him to
the conviction that his supposition had really em-
braced a universal therapeutic law.”

It was not, however, till 1796, six years after this,
that he published his first dissertation on Homceopathy
in Hufeland’s Journal ; and it was not till 1805, that
he issued his first formal work on the subject. The
next year he published another work entitled, * Medi-
cine Founded on Experience,” forming the basis of his
famous ¢ Organon of the Healing Art,” which was
put forth complete in the year 1810. So confident
had he now become of the truth of his doctrine, that
he boldly declares in his preface, “ The true art of
healing remained undiscovered until my time.” In
1811 he began the publication of a very extensive
work, his ¢ Materia Medica Pura,” which was nof
completed till ten years had elapsed.

Having removed to Leipsic, he, in 1812, delivered
a course of lectures, and began to gather around him
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believers in his doctrine, But, it is said by his eulo-
gists, that the physicians and apothecaries of Leipsie
were very soon arrayed against him in active hostility,
and that, at length, with the aid of the profession in
Dresden, they obtained an order from government for
the enforcement of an obsolete law, which prohibits
physicians from preparing or dispensing their own
medicines. So much did the success of Homceopathy
depend in Hahnemann’s view upon the careful prepa-
ration of the medicines, that he now ‘ saw himself
compelled to relinquish practice, or to endanger the
real progress of his system, by entering into a com-
promise with his opponents.” He adopted the former
alternative, and publicly anncunced his intention to
relinquish practice. The persecution to which he
was subjected, made his doctrines spread rapidly ; and
the Duke of Anhalt Coethen, having become one of
his admirers, offered him an asylum from his perse-
cutors, He removed, therefore, to Coethen, and in
1821 was made one of the duke’s councillors.

This part of Hahnemann’s history may, for anght
that I know, be true; but the story is certainly a
very singular one. It is strange that no one of his
adherents could be found willing and competent to
act as his apothecary. And stranger still is it that,
after having come so deliberately to the firm belief
that he had discovered the true art of healing, he
should at the first show of opposition be frightened
into a relinquishment of the practice of the art. A
higher courage, and a more indomitable perseverance
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than this indicates, are surely‘tn be looked for in one
who is conscious of having discovered in medicine
“the great gift of God to man,”

‘While Hahnemann resided at Coethen, he published,
in 1812, a work on chronic diseases, in four volumes.
In 1827 his wife died. After remaining a widower
nearly eight years, he married Mademoiselle Melanie
d’Hervilly, a French lady who visited Coethen in
order to consult him. Though he was now eighty
years old, he bade farewell to Coethen, and removed
with his new bride to busy Paris. Here he practiced
Homaopathy until his death, which occurred in
1843, in the eighty-ninth year of his age.

There is one fact in the history of Hahnemann,
which is never alluded to by his admirers. In the
early part of his career he appeared before the public
as the seller of secret nostrums. ¢ About the year
1800,” says Dr. Leo Wolf, *“ Hahnemann advertised
a new salt, of which he claimed the discovery, and
which he sold at the modest price of a louis d'or per
ounce. The Society for the Promotion of Natural
Sciences, desirous of becoming acquainted with this
new substance, had it analyzed by some of the most
experienced chemists, who pronounced it to be nothing
but common borax. He shortly afterward advertised
an infallible preventive of scarlet fever; but being
disappointed in its sale, he afterward confessed it to
be nothing but a few grains of extract of belladonna
dissolved in water.,” These transactions brand * the
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sage of Coethen” not only as a mercenary quack, but
as a dishonest one. '
If the great central doctrine of Hahnemann’s sys-
tem, similia similibus curantur, be true, the * sage
of Coethen” is fully entitled to a place in the ranks
of discoverers in medicine. True, this doctrine had
been hinted at before, time and again ; and the fanciful
Stahl, who flourished in the last of the seventeenth
century, announced it in the following explicit lan-
guage : ‘‘ The received method in medicine of treat-
ing diseases by opposite remedies, that is to say, by
medicines which are opposed to the effects they pro-
duce, is completely false and absurd. I am persuaded,
on the contrary, that diseases are subdued by agents
which produce a similar affection—burns by the heat
of a fire to which the parts are exposed ; the frost-
bite by snow or icy cold water ; and inflammations
and contusions by spirituous applications.” This
sounds very much like the language of Hahnemann
himself. But still, up to the time of Hahnamanﬁ, no
one, not even Stahl, thought of promulgating the
doctrine, similia similibus curantur as the basis of a
system of medicine—as the * sole law of cure” in all
diseases. If what Hahnemann teaches in regard to
it be true, then clearly it is not merely the develop-
ment of the bare truth, but the revealing of the mode
and the scope of its application, and the collecting of
all the proofs which bear upon 1it, that entitle him to
the honored appellation of discoverer. Dairymen and
dairywomen, in great numbers, saw that the vaccine
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disease was a preventive of smallpox long before
Jenner knew it. But this does not at all detract
from his merit as a discoverer ; for Jenner was the
first to see the wide scope of the fact, to collect the
proofs of it, and to indicate the exact way in which it
should be used as a preventive.

But whatever may be said of Hahnemann’s right
of discovery in regard to the great central doctrine of
his system, there were other doctrines taught by him,
in relation to which this right is beyond a question—
they were wholly original with him. The doctrine
that infinitesimal doses of medicine are adequate to
the cure of disease—a doctrine, which, if true, is one
of the most valuable and wonderful of all discoveries—
was never suggested even in the most dim and remote
manner to any mind. The honor of this discovery,
if it be one, belongs exclusively to the * Sage of
Coethen.” And then, too, the doctrine that psora
(vulgarly called the iteh) is the cause of seven eichths
of all the cases of chronic disease in the world, was,
certainly, not among the things * dreamt of” in any
one’s philosophy till Hahnemann arose.

I now invite the attention of the reader to an expo-
sition of the system of Hahnemann, as developed in
his ¢ Organon”—a work which is universally regarded
by Homceopathists as the great text-book of medicine,

I give from this work what he terms ¢ a short ana-
lysis of the Homcaeopathic method.” After going
through with one hundred and sixty pages of fanciful,
though rather ingenious reasoning, founded upon both
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loose and false statements and mere analogies, he thus
sums up :

““ From all that has been here stated, the following
truths must be admitted :

“ 1st. There is nothing for the physician to cure in
disease but the sufferings of the patient, and the
changes in his state of health, which are perceptible
to the senses, that is to say, the totality or mass of
symptoms by which the disease points out the remedy
it stands in need of—every internal cause that could
be attributed to it—every occult character that man
might be tempted to bestow, are nothing more than
so many idle dreams and vain imaginings.

¢2d. That state of the organism which we call dis-
ease, cannot be converted into health but by the aid
of another affection of the organism excited by means
of medicines.* The experiments made upon healthy
individuals are the best and purest means that could
be adopted to discover this virtue.

“3d. According to every known fact, it is impossible
to cure a natural disease by the aid of medicines
which have the faculty of producing a contrary arti-
ficial state or symptom in healthy persons. There-

* This is very explicit: no cure is effected by anything but medicine.
Nature is out of the question. And yet Hahnemann does allow in other
places, and even upon the very next page, that nature sometimes cures
a disease by substituting another similar one in its place. But this, he
thinks, is seldom done ; for it is effected, he says (p. 141), only through
the agency of “miasmatic diseases, such as psora, measles, and small-
pox.””  And he remarks that “nature can cure but a very limited num-
ber of diseases with these hazardous remedies.”
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fore, the Allopathic method can never effect a real
cure. Even nature never performs a cure, or annihi-
lates one disease by adding to it another that is dis-
similar, be the intensity of the latter ever so great.

“4th. Every fact serves to prove that a medicine
capable of exciting in healthy persons a morbid symp-
tom dissimilar to the disease that is to be cured,
never effects any other than momentary relief in dis-
ease of long standing without curing it, and suffers it
to re-appear after a certain interval, more aggravated
than ever. The Antipathic and purely palliative
method is, therefore, wholly opposed to the object that
is to be attained where the disease is an important
one and of long standing.

oth. The third method, the only one to which we
can still have recourse (the Homceopathic), which em-
ploys against the totality of the symptoms of a natu-
ral disease, a medicine that is capable of exciting in
healthy persons symptoms that closely resemble those
of the disease itself, is the only one that is really
salutary, and which always annihilates disease, or
the purely dynamic aberrations of the vital powers in
an easy, prompt, and perfect manner. In this respect
nature herself furnishes the example when, by adding
to an existing disease a new one that resembles it,
she cures it promptly and effectually.”

The reader sees that Hahnemann recognizes three
modes of treating disease—the Antipathic, Allopathic,
and Homeopathic. The Antipathic (taking ifs name
from dvre opposite, and, mebos suffering or disease)-
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consists in producing effects opposite in charaeter to
the symptoms of the disease to be overcome. The
use of opium in producing sleep in the restless and
wakeful, and in giving ease to the suffering, is an
example of this method. Hahnemann boldly asserts,
in face of the experience of ages, that this method
only palliates for the moment, and never cures. The
Allopathic* method (deriving its name from diios,
another, and =afos) consists in producing effects alto-
gether different from, though not opposite to, the
symptoms of disease. Of this method Hahnemann
says that ¢ without ever regarding that which is
really diseased in the body, it attacks those parts
which are sound, in order to draw off the malady
from another quarter, and direet it toward the latter.”
He says, also, that this method * cannot cure in any

* The term Allopathist, which the followers of Hahnemann apply to
every physician of the regular profession, it must be obvious to the
reader, is entirely inappropriate. Physicians employ the Antipathie as
well as the Allopathic mode of treating disease, and it would be as pro-
per to style them Antipathists as Allopathists., Besides, physicians
employ many remedies which relieve disease after a mode which is as
yet not at all understood. However, for the sake of convenience, I shall
use the terms Allopathic and Allopathist in the senses which Homeeo-
pathists ordinarily attach to them. _

I see that some of the later Homeopathic writers, as Dr. Joslin, for
example, say Alleopathic ins‘ead of Allopathic. In this ease the deri- -
vation is from @\dios (not @\Xss) , wo correspond with the opiws of Homeeo-
pathy. As the term is altogether a misnomer, and as I consent to its use
merely for convenience’ sake, I shall leave the question of derivations
to our Homeeopathic friends who are so fond of formidable words of
classical origin, and shall adopt the term as most eormmonly used, and
not burden a word already sufficiently long with another syllable.
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case ; having no analogy, or opposing force to the
-symptoms of the disease, it can never reach the parts
affected ; it may suspend the symptoms for a time by
heterogeneous suffering, but it cannot destroy them.”
You have a familiar example of this method in the
application of a blister to relieve internal inflamma-
tion or irritation. In this case the disease is removed
by producing another disease upon one of * those parts
which are sound”—the skin. The Homceopathic
method (so termed from duolog, like, and mébo<) con-
sists in producing effects analogous to, or very nearly
~ resembling the symptoms of the disease. This me-
thod Hahnemann says ¢ is the only one which expe-
rience proves to be always salutary. The pure and
specific effects of the remedies employed being per-
fectly analogous to the natural symptoms, fhey go
right to the parts affected ; and as two similar dis-
eases cannot exist at the same time in the same sys-
tem, the natural symptoms give way, provided the
artificial ones slightly surpass them in intensity.”

In this summary of Hahnemann’s conclusions or
““ analysis of the Homceopathic method” (as he calls
it) the reader will notice that there is nothing said
about infinitesimal doses. And it is remarkable that
there is not the slightest hint upon this subject in the
Organon till we reach the 204th page, though the
whole book contains but 300 pages, and then it is
alluded to only in a note, and that merely incidentally.
Almost all that he does say about it from beginning to

end is said In notes. 1n the text it is not treated of
<
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at all in any explicit and circumstantial manner, but
is barely hinted at. Yet Hahnemann and his followers
uniformly speak of his alleged discovery of the effi-
cacy of infinitesimals as a very great achievement in
medical science. And most surely, if it be a real dis-
covery, it is one which should excite our wonder and
admiration as a most singular and stupendous dis-
covery.

The ideas which prevail among even the believers
of Homeeopathy in regard to the minuteness of infin-
itesimal doses are very indefinite ; and when physicians
make statements in relation to them, most persons think
that they are indulging in a little playful extravagance
at the expense of a very worthy class of men, and
that Homceeopathic physicians do not really give such
extremely small doses as Allopathists say that they do.
I shall therefore endeavor to give the reader as defi-
nite an idea as it is possible to do of the extent to
which Homeeopathists carry their attenuations. This
will be somewhat difficult. The Arithmetic of Ho-
meeopathy goes beyond all chemistry—no test can
reach its higher dilutions. And not only so, but its
calculations have to do with figures which defy even
our conceptions. On this point Dr Forbes well says,
““ The hundredth part of a grain is intelligible enough ;
the fen thousandih is comprehensible, but begins to
waver before the mental view ; while the millionth part
of a grain puts our powers of comprehension on the
rack, and leaves us in a chaos of undefined entities, or
nonentities, we know not which. We faney that we
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orasp the reality, and then it instantly vanishes as a
phantom, even beyond the sphere of imagination itself.
Having got so far, the additional subdivisions or atten-
nations scarcely add to our difficulties. The mind in
any such case is occupied by a word more than a
thing, and whether the word be a millionth, billionth,
or decillionth, the power of comprehension seems the
same. And yet the actual difference between these
gquantities is immense,—so immense as to be almost as
inconceivable as the actual things themselves.”

In the calculations which I shall attempt to make
in this towering arithmetie, I shall try to be accu-
rate. But if I should accidentally commit any error
involving such frifling amounts as millions or billions,
I trust the reader will pardon me, for I shall only be
following the example of Homeopathists, who, as you
will see in another part of this essay, make nothing
of jumping millions, billions, trillions, ete., ete., in
dosing their patients.

If I should tell one who, though a believer in Homaeo-
pathy, has never been initiated into the mysteries
of Hahnemannic arithmetic, that a grain of any article
highly attenuated would be suflicient to supply all the
Homeeopathic physicians in the world with all which
they would want to use of that article in a whole
year, he would consider it a wild, over statement. If
I should tell him that this falls very far short of the
truth, and that if Homceeopathy had been the universal
practice from Adam till now, not a grain of any one
medicine, if administered in any of the higher atten-
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uations, could have been used up by this time,
he would consider it a most extravagant libel upon
Homeeopathy. And then if I should go farther, and
tell him, that if medicine be given in the thirtieth di-
lution (in doses from which Homaopathists profess to
‘witness appreciable results, even in the case of such
substances as charcoal and oystershell) ; and, if all
the inhabitants of the earth should take from one
single grain thus attenuated, three or four doses daily,
generation after generation, and if the population of
the earth should remain the same that it is now, the
grain would not be all gone till the lapse of about a
sextillion of years, a period extending probably far,
very far, beyond the millenium, or even the end of the
world—such a statement would, if he gave it a
thought, prompt him to say to me—* Ridiculous!
You must be joking. It cannot be that my physician
gives medicine in this way—he is too sensible a man
for that. A grain of oystershell as medicine last the
world through all time! Does Hahnemann really
teach this, and do such men as Professor Henderson
and Professor Joslin believe it? And if I should
assure him over and over again, that the climax which
I had reached was just the truth in regard to the
general practice of Homceopathists, and that some
even go farther than this, he would =till be disposed to
think that I was imposing rather largely upon his
credulity, and would very probably call for the proof
of my assertions.

The truth is, that the employers of Homaopathic
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physicians have never really looked into the arith.-
metic of the science, and do not know how much they
are called upon to believe. Much is said of small
doses, but no definite idea is given of the degree of
their smallness; and, as will be seen in another part
of this essay, the comparisons which are made by
Homaeopathic writers are calculated to blind and mis-
lead on this very point.

The reader will obtain some idea of the minuteness
of the Homceopathic attenuations by observing the
processes by which they are made.

Hahnemann’s description of his mode of preparing
vegetable medicines (which I find in his Materia
Medica Pura, vol. i. p. 96,) is as follows :—* To ob-
tain the hundredth degree of potency, mix two drops of
aleohol with equal parts of the juice of the plant,
and then mix this with ninety-nine or one hundred
drops of alcohol, by means of two strokes with the
arm from above downwards ; by mixing in the same
way one drop of this dilution with one hundred drops
of alcohol, you obtain the ten thousandth degree of
potency, and by mixing a drop of this last dilution
with another one hundred drops of aleohol you obtain
the millionth degree. This process of spiritualization
or dynamization is continued through a series of
thirty phials up to the thirtieth solution. This thir-
tieth degree should always be used for Homceeopathic
purposes.”

It will be seen that at each change from one phial
to another, ninety-nine parts out of the hundred are
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thrown away. When the thirtieth phial is reached, each
drop in that phial contains only a decillionth of a drop
of the medicine which was in the first phial ; and
this quantity is expressed by 1 for a numerator, and 1
with a string of sixty eyphers for a denominator.

Let us try to get some idea of the minuteness of
this dilution. Let us see what quantities of liquid
would be required for the successive dilutions, if
instead of throwing away ninety-nine parts out
of every hundred, the whole is retained. For the first
dilution one hundred drops of alecohol would be used.
For the second it would take ten thousand drops, or
about a pint. For the third it would take one hun-
dred pints. For the fourth ten thousand pints.
And now it mounts up rapidly at each dilution. For
the ninth dilution it would take ten billion of gallons,
which, according to the computation of Dr, Panvani,
equals the quantity of water in the Lake Agnano,
which is two miles in circumference. For the twelfth
dilution a million of such lakes would be required, or
as it is reckoned by Dr. Post of New York, (from
whom I shall take the liberty to borrow the remaining
calculations rather than attempt them myself) it
would require five hundred lakes as large as Lake
Superior. The fifteenth dilution would require a
quantity of alcohol greater in bulk than the earth.
The eighteenth would require a quantity greater than
the volume of the sun. And the thirtieth, the one
which Hahnemann insists upon as being the best for
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common use, would take a quantity of aleohol exceed-
ing the volume of a quadrillion of suns.*

But I find that adventurous as this arithmetic is,
we have not yet reached the outmost boundary of
these wonders. After the thirtieth dilution is made,
the medicine is not even then ready for use. It must
go through with another dilution still. Hahnemann
tells us in a little note at the bottom of the page, that
he exhibits * one globule of the size of a grain of
flaxseed, three hundred of which weigh a grain.{

* The following jeu d’esprit, which appeared in a newspaper, so far
from being a caricature, as the reader will see, falls very far short of
the absurdity of Homeeopathy. It is a prescription for a Homeopathic
rum cordial.

Take a little rum,
Tha less you take the better;

Ponr it inthe lakes
Of Wener and of Wetter,

Dip a spoonful out,

Mind you don't get grogey,

Pour it in the lake -
Winnipissiogee.

Btir the mixture well,
Lest it prove inferior,
Then put half a drop
Into Lake Superior.

Every other day

Take a drop in water,
You'll be better soomn,
Or at least yon ought to.,

Attenuated as the dilution here described is, it falls very far short of
the higher attenuations of Homamopathy, and especially that which is
in g0 common use, the thirtieth dilution.

t T believe that the globules as ordinarily given, are of such a siz s that
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One drop being sufficient to moisten upwards of a
thousand such globules, one globule contains less than
the one thousandth part of a drop of the decilionth
solution.” And to crown all, he tells us in another
note, which the reader will find on the 298th page of
the Organon, that ¢ if the patient is very sensitive, it
will be suflicient to let him smell once to a phial
which contains a globule.” And then he remarks,
‘“ after the patient has smelled to it, the phial is to be
recorked, which will thus serve for years without its
medicinal virtues being perceptibly impaired.”*

But some, if possible, go even beyond this. I find
it stated in Hull’s Laurie, that ¢ Hahnemann, in his
latter years, was much in favor of an extension of the
scale of potencies; and Gross and other continental
homceopathists of repute have recently spoken strongly

it takes only twenty-five to weigh a grain, so that a common Homeeo-
pathic globule contains twelve times as much medicine as the true
Hahnemannic globule, if it contain any, which is a good deal of a ques-
tion. This, however, is a very trifling discrepancy for these Homeopa-
thists; for,as you will see in another part of this essay, when they get
up among the higher attenuations, it seems to be all the same whether
they give the patient a globule moistened with the three hundreth part
of a decillionth of a drop, or a dose containing millions upon millions of
this quantity of the medicine.

#* Hahnemann speaks of a preparation of gold so attenuated, that
each grain contains only the quadrillionth part of a grain of the gold, in
which by means of the rubbings, the medicinal virtue of the gold is
*“so developed, that it will be sufficient to put one grain of it into a
phial, and to cause a melancholy person whose disgust of life has
brought him to the verge of suicide, to breathe it for a few seconds,
when in one hour (not more nor less I suppose) the wretched being will
be relieved from the wicked demon, and restored to a relish of life.”



SYSTEM OF HAHNEMANN. o7

of the striking results obtained from Arsenicum and
other medicines at the two hundreth and even the
eighteen hundredth attenuation !” This last attenua-
tion is so very dilute, that it would require in its pre
paration, if none were thrown away, a quantity of
aleohol exceeding the volume of the visible universe.
Laurie remarks upon this that * their opinions and
recommendations, being derived from experience, are
at all events well worthy of considerate attention and
careful investigation, whatever the material-headed
reasoners may say to the contrary.”

But enough of these airy flights, at least for the
present. DMost of my readers, I suppose, are *“ maferial-
headed reasoners,” and have never had their brains
refined, etherealized in the laboratory of Ilahnemann,
and they must be getting dizzy by this time mid the
whirl of ¢ spiritualized” and ¢ dynamized” atoms. I
shall dismiss then for the present all farther calcula-
tions in the arithmetic of Homceopathy, and shall
recur to the subject again when I come to speak of
the range of doses employed by different Homceopa-
thists.

How is it, the reader will ask, that these excessively
minute doses act—by what virtue do they produce an
effect upon the system? Hahnemann says that a
new power is given to. medicine by agitation and tri-
turation. ¢ Medicines,” he asserts, (p. 295) *“ acquire
at each division or dilution a new degree of power by
the rubbing or shaking they undergo, a means of de-
veloping the inherent virtues of medicines that was

g
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unknown till my time ; and which is so energetic,
that latterly I have been forced by experience to
reduce the number of shakes to two, of which I for-
merly prescribed ten to each dilution.” He is ex-
tremely careful on this point. He cautions again and
again against giving too many shakes,* and prescribes
the exact manner in which the shakes should be
made. It must be done with ¢ a powerful stroke of
the arm descending.” (p. 300.) 8o in the preparation
of powders he says that care must be taken ‘ not fo
rub them down too much in the mortar,” Thus in
mixing one grain of any remedy with one hundred
grains of sugar of milk, he says, (p. 300) “it ought
to be rubbed down with force during one hour only,
and the same space of time should not be exceeded in
the subsequent dilutions, in order that the power of
medicine may not be carried to too great an extent.”
The power communicated by this potentization, as it
is termed, he speaks of as a ¢ spiritual virtue,” and

* *One drop of drosera,” says Hahnemann, “diluted thirty times,
each of which dilutions has been shaken twenty times, put in jeopardy
the life of an infant to whom it was given; while the same medicine,
when each dilution has received only zwo shakes, given in a quantity
just sufficient to moisten a globule of sugar of the size of a grain of
millet, will cure the disease easily and promptly.” If twenty
shakes at each dilution, that is six hundred in the whole, impart
such dangerous potency to medicine, why is it that * Jenichen’s High
Potencies,”” which are recommended as having received a million and a
half of shakes, so powerful as to produce a “ metallic ringing sound of
the glass bottle,” are such mild and innocent remedies? One would
suppose that they would not merely “ put in jeopardy’ the lives of the
sick, but would kill outright.
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similar language is very common among almost all
Homeeopathists. Even an article, which in its com-
mon form has from its insolubility no medicinal vir-
tue, silex, for example, can be ‘¢ potentized,” he
claims, by trituration and shaking, and thus be endued
with such power, that a single grain of it would suf-
fice, if thus prepared, to cure of certain forms of
disease not merely a world of human beings, but
millions upon millions of worlds peopled as thickly as

our owil.



CHAFTER 1L,

EXPOSITION OF THE SYSTEM OF HAHNEMANN, CONTINUED.

I wiLL now give the reader as clear an idea as I
can of the manner in which Hahnemann supposes that
the minute doses cure disease, He asserts that medi-
cines in the ordinary doses used by physicians ‘ are
not applied to the suffering parts themselves, but
merely to those not attacked by the disease.” Homeeo-
pathic medicines, on the contrary, he says, go directly
to the parts which are diseased. I will quote his own
language. ¢ However feeble,” he says, (p. 296) * the
dose of a remedy may be, provided it can in the
slightest degree aggravate the state of the patient
homceopathically, provided it has the power of exciting
symptoms similar to those of the primitive disease but
rather more intense, it will in preference, and almoss
exclusively, affect those parts of the organism that are
already in a state of suffering, and which are strongly
irritated and predisposed to receive any irritation
analogous to their own. Thus an artificial disease.
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rather more intense is substituted in place of the
natural one. The organism no longer suffers but
from the former affection, which by reason of its
nature and the minuteness of the dose by which it was
produced, soon yields to the efforts of the vital force to
restore the normal state, and thus leaves the body (if
the disease was an acute one) fiee from suffering—
that is to say in a healthy condition.”

Let me paraphrase a little—and 1 wish the reader
to compare the paraphrase critically with the original.

The process of cure as above described is this. The
little dose, if chosen aright—that is, if the medicine is
capable of producing in a healthy person symptoms
similar to those of the disease to be attacked—has
from this fact a peculiar affinity for the diseased part,
and goes directly to it, and introduces into it a disease
similar to the one to be dislodged. The * artificial dis-
ease” succeeds in dislodging the disease which it finds
there, because it is a little stronger, or as Hahnemann
has it, a ‘¢ little more intense.”” What now becomes
of the new lodger thus introduced by the infinitesimal ?
Does it remain there as a permanent resident? No
—it exercises but a brief authority. Its occupation
is soon gone. ¢ The vital force,” that good guardian
angel that old Cullen called the vis medicatriz nature,
at once turns out the usurper for two very good rea-
sons—because it is so much like the previous occupant,
and because it was introduced by such a little fellow.

Hahnemann scouts the idea of employing several
remedies at once to dislodge a disease. Only one
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must be used at a time. One strong man armed if
fitted for the purpose, though it be an exceedingly
little one, can drive out the most powerful of diseases,
however formidably it may be fortified in its position.
No matter how violent the malady—the patient may
have a burning fever, tumultuously may the blood run
through its channels, excruciating may be the pain, ra-
ving the delirium, unceasing and extreme the restless-
ness—the magic infinitesimal finds its way to the very .
seat of the disease, and in the most quiet manner dis-
possesses it, putting in its place another disease, which
though ¢ more powerful” than the one it displaces, is
yet so gentle, that the  vital force” makes an easy
conquest, and establishes again the serene and \appy
dominon of health. What delightful Therapeuntit:!
Hahnemann and his followers seem to regard lis-
eases as the merest playthings in their hands, doiny as
if by a charm, the bidding of their potentized in.i i-
tesimals. “ When,” says Hahnemann, ‘“a prop
application of the Homceopathic remedy has bew
made, the disease which is to be cured, however ma.
lignant and painful it may be, subsides in a few howurs,
if recent, and in a few days if it is already of long
standing. Every trace of indisposition vanishes, and
health is restored by a speedy and almost insensible
transition.” Even the eruptive diseases need not to
run their course, but can be at once arrested and cured
by the magic of Homceopathy. Hering in his Domes-
tic Physician says of so severe and loathsome a malady
as small pox, that it *“is so easily cured by one or a
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couple of doses of Sulph. or Rhus, that this disease
should no longer excite any uneasiness.”

‘I will now call your attention to the manner in
which Homcopathists discover to what disease any
remedy has that peculiar aflinity which is an essen-
tial condition of its curative power. It is done in this
way. The remedy is given to persons in health. The
symptoms which follow in them are carefully and
minutely noted down. After making out this group
of symptoms, you may be sure, as they say, that in
whatever case you find a similar group of symptoms,
there you have the disease which this remedy in infini-
tesimal doses will cure.

But by what rules, you will ask, are Homeeopa-
thists guided in ascertaining the symptoms? There
is no formal set of rules prescribed, although the sci-
ence of their Therapeutics is claimed to be an exceed-
ingly refined and accurate science ; and we are left to
infer for the most part what the principles are which
govern observers in conducting these *provings,” as
they are termed. The mode in which they are con-
ducted, however, I will develope to the reader as clearly
and faithfully as I can from the loose and scattered
hints which I find in Homaopathic books on this
subject,.

I find nothing very definite in regard to the size of
the doses wused in these provings. Hahnemann’s
provings of Cinchona were made, at first, at least,
with the ordinary doses of the common practice, and
in his Organon he continually refers to the effects of



34 HOM@EOPATHY.

such doses to prove his doctrines. But Dr Forbes says
that the doses which he administered, at least in the
later and principal trials, were infinitesimals. And
this is probably true. For though he says in the text
(p. 203) that ‘“the dose is the same as that which
practitioners are in the habit of prescribing in their
ordinary recipes,” he informs us in a note at the
bottom of the page, ‘“recently I have judged it more
proper to administer only doses that are very weak
and extenuated to a very high degree.”” The truth of
the whole matter is, that it makes so little difference
to Hahnemann and his followers whether the doses in
the provings be infinitesimal or are in the *‘ coarse
form” used by ‘ ordinary physicians,” that they do
not in their records of these provings indicate in any
way the kind of doses with which they were made.
Nothing definite is said in regard to this point in any
of the books which T have consulted. -

The person on whom a proving of any medicine is
made must submit to certain restrictions of diet and
regimen. I quote Hahnemann’s language. ¢ During
the whole time of this experiment the diet must be
extremely moderate. It is necessary to abstain as
much as possible from spices, and to make use of
nothing but simple food that is merely nourishing,
carefully avoiding all green vegetables, roots, sallads,
and soups with herbs, all of which, notwithstanding
the preparations they have undergone, are aliments
that still retain some small medicinal energy that
disturbs the effeet of the medicine. The drink is to
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remain the same as that in daily use, taking care that
it is as little stimulating as possible.”

““ The person on whom this eﬁperimenf; is tried,
ought to avoid all fatiguing labor of mind and body,
all excesses, debauches, or mental excitement during
the whole of the time that it continues” (p. 202).

The object of these restrictions is to withdraw every-
thing from the subject of the trial ¢ which will exer-
cise a medicinal influence” upon him. The same
restrictions are to be observed in administering to the
sick ; and as Hahnemann specifies the things to be
avoided, more particularly under this head, I will
transcribe the list for my readers.

‘“ Coffee, tea, beer, containing vegetable substances
thatare notfit for the patient ; liquors prepared from me-
dicinal aromaties, chocolate, spices, sweet waters, and
perfumery of all kinds ; preparations for the teeth, either
in powder or liquid, where medicinal substances are in-
cluded ; perfumed bags, strongly seasoned viands,
pastry, and ice with spices; vegetables consisting of
medicinal herbs and roots, old cheese, stale meat,
pork, goose, duck, and young veal.* Every one of

* It is a little singular that so medicinal an article as tobacco is not
in the excluded list. Perhaps the impossibility of excluding it in prac-
tice is the reason. It would be rather dangerous to the popularity of
the new practice to interfere with a habit so prevalent as the use of
tobacco. As I write this note a friend says that he believes that this
is really one of the excluded articles. If so, it is rather strange that the
great exemplar, while he was so particular as to mention such things as
old cheese, pork, goose, sweet waters, perfumed bags, etc., should forget
to mention an article so much more medicinal as tobacco is.
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these act medicinally, and ought to be carefully re-
moved from the patient. All abuses or excesses at
table are to be interdicted, even the use of sugar,
salt, and spirituous liquors ; the physician will, like-
wise, forbid too warm apartments, sedentary life, pas-
sive exercise in riding or driving, sleeping after dinner,
nocturnal amusements, uncleanliness, unnatural vo-
luptuousness, and the reading of obscene books; we
are likewise to avoid the causes of anger, grief, and
malice, a passion for gaming, mental and bodily labor,
a residence in a marshy situation, or in a chamber
that is not properly ventilated. If the cure is to be
perfected as speedily as possible, we must avoid all
these excitants”* (p. 281). And of course they must
be avoided just as scrupulously in the ¢ proving” as in
the ¢ cure,” that the ¢ totality of the symptoms”
produced by the medicine under trial may be as un-
mixed as possible with the effects of other agents.
Hahnemann’s statement of the mode of proceeding
in the provings, is far from being clear and definite,

% The extreme caution sometimes practised by Homeopathists is very
laughable. A gentleman had a camphorated preparation applied to his
limb which he had injured. On going home, his wife, who was a thorough
Homeeopathist, made him go into the basement, and stay there day and
night for three or four days, lest the smell of the camphor should interfere
with the recovery of her children, who were sick in the nursery above,
under the care of a Homeopathic physician. And ventilation, fumiga-
tion, and purification were all put in requisition, to prevent even an
infinitesimal quantity of the camphor from ascending to the nursery,
and neutralizing the infinitesimals administered to the dear little ones.
There was ample compensation for the pain of the separation. The
Homeopathic cordon sanitaire was effectual—the children recovered.

-
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although in some respects he is quite particular and
circumstantial. He does not tell us when we must
begin to note down the symptoms; neither does he
inform us whether they are to be noted down enly
upon the days when the medicine is taken, or whether
the medicine is to be laid aside when the system is
fully under its influence, and then the observation of
the symptoms is to be continued so long as that influ-
ence lasts. We suppose that the latter is the course
which he intends should be pursued, as he has marked
down with great precision the. duration of the effects
of each remedy.

If the restrictions above named be faithfully ob-
served, the subject of the experiment is to be con-
sidered as wholly under the influence of the medicine,
Hahnemann (p. 210) holds upon this point the follow-
ing very explicit language: ¢ Provided all the con-
ditions hefore stated be complied with, the symptoms,
modifications, and changes of the health that are
visible during the action of the medicine, depend upon
that substance alone, and ought to be noted down as
properly belonging to it.” The medicine, though it
be an infinitesimal portion of charcoal or common
salt, or oyster-shell, is the presiding genius of the
scene ; it has control over the whole man, not only
physically, but morally and intellectually also. Not
only all bodily sensations, but all states of mind and
heart, are to be noted down as the effects of the infini-
tesimal. The length of time that this is to be done
depends upon the ‘ duration of effects” of the medi-
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cine. In some cases this perind is rather long. In
the case of nux vomica, three or four weeks; sepia,
seven weeks; oyster-shell, fifty days; sulphur, fifty
days, ete. In such cases the records must be some-
what voluminous, and must require the patience of a
stout believer to make them out.

Though the subject of the experiment is under the
supreme control of the medicine, its action is some-
what modified by other agencies. And Hahnemann
gives particular directions in regard to observing the
circumstances which do thus modify it. For exam-
ple, he says that in order to discover what is peculiar
and characteristic in each symptom, the observer
““ should place himself successively in wvarious pos-
tures, and observe the changes that ensue. Thus he
will be enabled to examine whether the motion com-
municated to the suffering parts by walking up and
down the chamber, or in the open air, seated or lying
down, has the eflect of augmenting, diminishing, or
dissipating the symptom, and if it returns or not upon
resuming the original position. He will also perceive
whether it changes when he eats or drinks, when he
speaks, coughs, or sneezes, or in producing any action
of the body whatsoever. He must also observe at
what hour of the day or night the symptom more
particularly manifests itself.”

I wish to have my readers understand and appre-
ciate fully the mode of conduecting the provings, and
I shall therefore give a faithful representation of it
Suppose, then, that a person intends to prove upon
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himself the effects of some medicine. He studies
carefully the directions of Hahnemann, that he may
not spoil his experiment by any error of diet and re-
gimen. He determines to abstain from coffee, tea,
spices, seasoned viands, old cheese, pork, goose, duck,
ete., and he gives the cook directions accordingly.
He corks his wife’s Cologne bottle tightly, and enjoins
it upon her to remember that it must not be opened,
and her perfume bag he locks up in a bureau in an
unoccupied and distant chamber. All this being
attended to, he composes his mind to an even state,
and now he is prepared to swallow the potentized in-
finitesimal, and observe and record its effects.

Let us see how he makes his observations. After
finishing his dinner he finds that he has not eaten as
much as usual, and that his bread has remained by
his plate untouched, and then he has not afterwards
any desire for his customary cigar. He puts down,
therefore—Loss of appetite, chiefly for bread and
tobacco-smoking. In driving some nails into a box
he is obliged to stuop, and when he raises himself up,
he finds his head feels heavy and painful. He notes
down—afier stooping some time sense of painful
weight about the head upon resuming the erect pos-
ture. On going out to see a friend he feels some
stitches in one of his ankles as he steps owuf of his
door, but does not feel them when he steps info his
friend’s door. He puts down—stilches in the ankle
when stepping out. 1If on conversing with his friend,
he finds himself more inclined to laugh than usual,
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he jots down—inclination to laugh. Or, if in some
discussion with him he finds himself fretted with his
friend’s arguments, but anon disposed to be jocose and
light-hearted, his record is—alternation of fretfulness
and hilarity. In the evening he joins his wife in
some fine crewel work, and he perceives that his
hands tremble. He notes down—itremor of the hands
when occupied with fine small work. He proposes a
game at backgammon, but immediafely remembers
that * a passion for gaming” is one of the things to be
avolded during a proving, and gives it up as a true
devotee of the science should. He chances as he sits
to scratch the sole of his foot, and- thereupon there
comes on a tickling there which provokes him very
much, but at the same time is in some sense plea-
surable, This symptom belongs to the * totality,”
and he puts it down very circumstantially thus—a
voluptuous tickling on the sole of the foot after
scratching a little, making a man almost mad. Inthe
night he has pains here and there, and his kind wife
applies a poultice to somespot peculiarly painful, which
relieves him. He notesdown—pains mitigated by warm
cataplasms. In the morning he hawks up some
phlegm. He makes note of this—phlegm is hawked
out in the morning. But he remembers that he has
hawked a little at other times, and, as he wishes to
be minutely accurate in his record of his totalities, he
alters the record by inserting the word chiefly between
out and in. In brushing his teeth he inadvertently
uses his toothpowder, and this being * medicinal” in
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its character, and being therefore among the things
prohibited, he supposes puts an end to the present
¢ proving.”

This may strike my readers as being a gross cari-
cature of the Homceopathic provings. But if is in
truth a fair representation. The notes made by my
imaginary observer are actual quotations from Homeo-
pathic records of provings; and all that I have
imagined is the manner in which the observations
were made upon which the notes were based. And
the notes which I have thus quoted are by no means
rare specimens of folly, obtained by diligent search
through numerous tomes of Homceopathic wisdom.
Such notes can be found in abundance on every page
of Jahr’s Manual, or of . Hahnemann’s six volumes of
Materia Medica Pura.

Many such provings as I have depicted are made by
many different persons, and then the records of them
are collected and arranged. But the arrangement is
very loose—there is no comparing or sifting; or if
there be any, I see no evidences of it. The * totali-
ty,” when fully made out from all the  provers,” is,
especially in the case of those remedies which are most
commonly used, an endless farrago not only of ridicu-
lous trivialities, but also of details of suffering, both
bodily and mental, of the most horrid character. The
tragic and the comic are mingled together in them
after the most grotesque fashion.

That the reader may see that I do not at all over-
state the matter, I introduce here a part of one of
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these compilations of provings. The article is sulphur.
I give it exactly as it stands in Jahr’s Manual. Why
portions are placed in italics, neither the author nor
the editor (Constantine Hering) is pleased to inform
us,

““ Predominant Effects.—Drawing, rending ana
stinging in the limbs, chiefly the joinis, with stiff-
ness, and intolerably increased pains under feather
beds ; wrenching pains; straining in the limbs as
from decurtation (shortening or cutting short, Web-
ster) of the tendons ; spasm and crooking of the limbs;
arthritic swelling of the joints with heat; pale, tense,
hot, hard tumefactions; varices ; inflammation, swel-
ling, suffocation and induration of the glands ; scro-
fulous and rachitic complaints ; pains in the bones,
as if the flesh were loosened from them ; inflanmation
and swelling of the bones; incurvation of bones ;
Caries (bones both bent and mortified by sulphur, and
that too in an infinitesimal dose!); disorders from
the misuse of cinchora and mercury ; hysteric and
hypochondriac complaints of various kinds ; chlorotic
and icteric affections ; gastric and bilious complaints ;
inflammations, dropsical affections, and suppurations
of internal organs: paralytic affections; tingling in
the limbs ; disposition fo mumbness ; easily injured in
lifting ; twitching of the muscles: fainting fits and
spasms, also hysteric ; single jerks in the limbs when
sitting or lying ; epileptic paroxysms, with a sensa-
tion proceeding from the back or arms, as if a mouse
were running there. Tremor of the limbs. The
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most complaints originate only when at rest, and dis-
appear by motion of the part affected, or by walking.
Pains appear or are tncreased at night. The pains
are exacerbated by the cold and relieved by warmth.
The patient feels worst in a standing posture.

General restlessness in the body, which does not
allow of sitting long, with an urgent disposition to
stretch and draw up the limbs. Sirong agitation of
the blood, also after drinking beer (not I suppose after
drinking anything else, wine, brandy, &ec.); inward
tremor ; fatigued by speaking ; languor in all the
limbs disappearing by walking; infirm gait; walk-
tng bent forward ; great emactation; also with
children ; great tenderness to the open air and wind,
with a disposition to take cold ; pains with the change
of the weather ; aversion to wash oneself.

Itching in the skin, worst at night, or in the morn-
ing ¢n bed, frequently with a sensation of soreness, or
heat, or biting, or bleeding of the scratched spot;
eruptions after vaccination ; chronic eruptions with
a burning itehing ; miliary eruptions, with soreness
of the skin; scabies, with rash; yellow or liver-
colored spots on the skin ; moles ; suggillations (black
and other marks) after an inconsiderable contusion ;
herpes ; erysipelatous inflammalions with throbbing
and stinging ; chilblains, itching in the warmth ;
galling of the skin in children. Rhagades. The
skin difficult to heal ; suppurations ; fistulous ulcers ;
suppurating cystie tumors ; furuncles; wlcers, with

rending, stinging, and tension, easily bleeding and
3
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discharging a fetid pu's 5 panaritia (whitlow) ;
warts ; hang-nails; corns, with pressing, stinging
pains.

Invincible sleepiness in the daytime, chiefly in the
afternoon, and in the evening. Late sleep in the
evening in bed; nocturnal sleeplessmess, with rest-
lessness and tingling of the limbs ; too slight sleep;
profound lethargic slumber in the morning ; inability
to sleep in any other way than in a supine or half sit-
ting posture ; delirious, anxious, restless dreams, with
fright in sleep and fear when awaking; moaning,
snoring, falking and shrieking in sleep; nocturnal
wandering talk ; nightmare ; somnambulism ; shocks
and jerks in the limbs in sleep.

Chilliness, chills and sensation of coldness, with-
out thirst ; heat with much thirst ; flushes of heat ;
quotidian fever, with heat and thirst after the chills;
tertian fever, first coldness with thirst and drawing in
the limbs, then chills, then heat without thirst, with
a throbbing headache in the temples, (a very circum-
stantial record that—of course made by an expe-
rienced prover) ; chills with thirst, succeeded by heat ;
weakness, obstruction of the nose and scabs in the
nose, with fever, (what kind of a relation weakness
and a scabby nose have to each other, which should
make it proper to put them together I eannot ima-
gine) ; worm fever, (what, three fevers, tertian, and
quotidian, and worm!) ; fever in the evening; ner-
vous and hectic fevers, (more fevers still!) ; Perspira-
tion in the morning or cvening in bed ; Profuse per-
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spiration, in the daytime when working, and at night
tn bed.

Sadness and dejection ; melancholy, with doubts
about his soul’s welfare ; great inclination to weep,
frequently alternating with laughing ; inconsolable-
ness, and reproaches of conscience about every action ;
attacks of anziety in the evening ; nocturnal fear of
specires ; fearfulness, and liability to be frightened ;
restlessness and hastiness ; caprice, moroseness, and
ill humor ; #¢rritability and fretfulness; disinclina-
tion to labor.

Great weakness of memory ; deliria and carpho-
logia (delirious picking of the bed-clothes); mistaking
one thing for another ; philosophical and religious
reveries, and fixed ideas ; insanity, with imagination
as if he were in possession of beautiful things, and in
abundance of everything.”

I have thus quoted about the fifth part of the
totality of symptoms attributed by Jahr to sulphur.
I will not tax the patience of the reader, or my own,
with the rest. It is a very terrible totality. It differs
somewhat, too, I may remark in passing, from the
experience of my childhood, when every morning the
teaspoonful of sulphur and molasses was swallowed
as a preventive of a certain loathsome disease, when-
ever it was reputed to be prevalent. I felt nothing of
all this totality, and my schoolmates did not; but we
were mere boys, and none but men can be ¢ provers,”
and Homeeopathic men too.

But the totality of the effects of sulphur as it is, is
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quite moderate compared with some of the other total-
ities. The symptoms recorded as produced by nux
vomica, amounted a long time ago to about twelve
hundred. How many the provers have added since, [
know not. The totality of the effects of belladonna,
as given in the ¢ Materia Medica Pura,” covers
almost fifty octavo pages. And as early as 1838,
Hering stated that the results of the provings had
already filled more than fifteen octavo volumes.*

It is only by these provings, Hahnemann asserts,
that we can acquire ‘‘ a true Materia Medica.” Each
disease, you will observe, he regards as a mere group
of symptoms, and asserts that there is in nature some

#* In the brief notice which Dr. Joslin gives of his own conversion
(as he styles it), he speaks of his recording the provings of medicines
upon himself, and then comparing them with the “totalities”? He
says: * I took the third attenuation of a medicine, and, avoiding the
study of its alleged symptoms as recorded in books, I made a record of
all the new symptoms which I experienced. When this record was
completed, I examined a printed list of symptoms, and was surprised to
find a remarkable eoincidence between them and those which I had ex-
perienced.” He did the same with other medicines, as he says, with
similar results. Each proving upon Dr. Joslin’s person corresponded
with the recorded totality of the medicine proved. He does not inform
us, however, whether the * printed lists of symptoms” with which he
compared his provings were the extensive totalities, or some of the
limited ones. It would be interesting to examine Dr. Joslin’s records
of the provings which converted him. They would make probably a
rich chapter in a history of conversions to Homeeopathy, and I would
suggest that they be given to the public just as they were noted down
at the time. A full record of all the professor’s sensations and moods
of thought and feeling, while under the influence of an infinitesimal
dose of chareoal or salt or oyster-shell, would be a curious contribution
lo the treasures of therapeutical science.
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specific for every such group, which may be known
by its producing a similar group of symptoms in the
healthy. The ¢ Materia Medica,” therefore, according
to his idea, cannot be complete till it embraces speci-
fies for all possible groups or totalities of symptoms.
And such a consummation as this Hahnemann con-
fidently anticipated as being near at hand, and in
view of it he exclaimed, ‘¢ what cures shall we not be
able to perform in the vast empire of disease, when
numerous observers, upon whose accuracy and vera-
city we can rely, shall have contributed the result of
their researches to enrich this ‘¢ Materia Medica,” the
only one founded on fact. The art of curing will
then approach to the same degree of certainty as the
science of mathematies.*

The only remaining portion of Hahnemann’s system,
is his doctrine of the origin of chronic diseases, which
is, that seven eighths of all these diseases come from
psora, vulgarly called the itch. This fact, as he
declares it unequivocally to be, he alleges that it cost
him twelve years of research to establish. Tt is

* To aid in bringing about this consummation, Constantine Hering,
that extraordinary physician, who, as the reader will recollect, has dis-
covered that the small-pox “is so easily cured by one or a couple of
doses of sulphur or rhus, that this disease should no longer excite any
uneasiness,” has proposed to his friend, A. Howard Okie, that a
* Provers’ Union” be formed in this country. Dr. Okie is delighted
with the propesition, and thinks that the provers can do great things in
making out the pathogenesis (these little dosers like big words) of the
remedies submitted to trial. We shall expect large additions by this
American “ Provers’ Union” to the totalities of the fifieen octavo
volumes, if its members have any of the spirit of Yankee enterprise.
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really only the old doctrine of humors, with a special,
~a sort of kingly prominence given to one of them,
and that the most vulgar of the herd, despite of the
pretensions of scrofula, erysipelas, and lordly gout.
In truth, he degrades even these, which have so long
held such proud sway in the ¢ vast empire of dis-
ease,” to a very menial rank, by announcing them
to be descendants of the itch itself.

This psoric virus, which acts so large a part in
disease,* is often very secret in its workings, and
sometimes remains concealed in the system for a
great length of time. It may produce ‘¢ occasional
outbreaks of disease,” as Prof. Henderson expresses
it ; but, if the physician does not with his ‘ anti-
psorics” attack the constitutional taint, he will not
rid his patient of the origin of all the evil, and,
though he may cure him of his present obvious
malady, there will be at some future time another
outbreak. This may occur at a very distant period,
even after the lapse of many years, the psoric virus
having been latent all this time. ¢ Hence,” says
Prof. Henderson (who, though he disavows anything
like a full belief in the psoric doctrine, defends it in a

* It seems to be Hahnemann’s idea that the itch has been working
all manner of evil in the blood of man from the time of Adam, and yet
Hahnemann was the first to discover it, for he says, “ The modifications
this miasm has undergone in its passage throngh millions of human con-
stitutions, during several hundred generations, explain how it can assume
so many forms.” What a pity that the world had to wait six thousand
years for the advent of the * Sage of Coethen’’—the hero of anti-psorie
medicine !
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very labored manmer, as not being ‘¢ essentially un-
philosophical”), ¢ though one chronic disease, in the
common acceptation of the term, may be perfectly
and permanently removed, yet, if another, though
totally different in its symptoms, should at any time
subsequently appear, Hahnemann would have called
it merely a different form of the same radical dis-
temper, of the same chronic disease. So that if a
man who once had some chronic disorder of his
bowels, should, fwenty years after it was removed,
become affected with palsy, in Hahnemann's opinion
it would have been the old disease recurring in a new
form, either because the constitutional psora had not
been cured along with the former illness, or because
the taint had been contracted anew.”

Dr. Wesselhoeft, in his reply to Dr. Holmes, says
that Hahnemann did not assert that seven eighths of
all chronic diseases come from the itch, ¢ but that the
Allopathie method of treating it made it a source of
so great a part of the chronic diseases of our race.”
If this be so, what an untoward alliance this of Allo-
pathy to itch, and what a numerous and motley pro-
geny has it produced! Let, then, the alliance at
once be annulled, and attack the psoric virus hence-
forth with the infinitesimal doses of Homceopathia,
and thus let mankind be delivered from the multitude
of chronic diseases that affect them. What a de-
liverance ! Seven eighths of all the consumption,
scrofula, insanity, idiocy, epilepsy, cancer, gout,
dropsy, etec., etc., banished from the world! Why, it
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would introduce a physical millenium. Jenner’s dis-
covery is as nothing to it ; and Hahnemann is the
great benefactor of the race !

Such is as plain a statement as 1 am able to make
of the chief doctrines of Hahnemann. Before pro-
ceeding to an examination of them, I will state very
briefly the points on which Homcaeopathists agree, and
those on which they disagree, so far as I understand
their meaning.

All of them believe in the great central doctrine of
his system, similia similibus curantur. Most of
them agree with him that it is the sole law of thera-
peutics, and, though none, so far as I know, plainly
disavow this, yet there are some who practically, at
least, admit the existence of other laws.

All agree in the efficacy of the infinitesimal doses.
None, so far as I know, deny this, though some give
medicines in doses of every variety, from the higher
attenuations of Homeeopathy up to the most heroic
doses of Allopathy. Some differ from Hahnemann in
their explanation of the mode in which the infinites-
imals acquire their efficacy ; but this is a mere theo-
retical difference, and, therefore, is of no practical
importance. Some, too, disavow his ridiculous idea of
the importance of the number of shakes employed in
the preparation of medicines ; but it is very far from
being discarded by Homceopathists as a body.*

% In the first number of the * North American Homeopathie Jour-

nal,”? a periodical recently established in New York, and edited by Drs
Hering, Marcy, and Metcalf, one of the editors in commenting upon
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All agree as to the mode of conducting the provings.
Now and then one, like Prof. Henderson, when rallied
on the subject, will grant that Hahnemann was a
little too minute, and *‘did err in recording trivial
occurrences.” Still there is no plain and open avowal
of any disagreement with him on this point on the
part of any author which I have consulted, and the
books of Hahnemann and others, which are filled
ad nauseam with these ¢ trivial oceurrences,” are the
standard works among Homeopathists to this day.
Not a hint has been made in regard to an expurgated
edition of any of them. If it should be attempted by
any modernized Homceopathist, he would be puzzled
to know where to begin or where to end.

The psoric theory is far from being discarded by
Hahnemann’s disciples of the present day ; and,
though few of them do more than apologize for it, as
Henderson does, yet most of them are inclined, with

% Jenichen’s High Potencies,” says, “ Every one who prefers to make
high potencies in his own way, may do it, but ought not to forget that
Jenichen’s preparations cannot easily be equalled, his last potence of
arsenicum having received one and a half million of the most powerful
shakings, counting only such as produced a metallic ringing sound of the
glass bottle. Others may wait until the thing is accomplished by ma-
chinery, but they ought never to expect anything cheaper.”” This out-
strips Hahnemann altogether. He never dreamed of one and a half "
million of shakes, and the test of the efficacy of a shake in dynamizing
medicines being in its “metallic ringing sound,” is altogether a new
idea. The editor does not inform us whether the shakes were all of
the true Hahnemannic character, with * a powerful shake of the arm
descending,” but I presume Jenichen took care to be orthodox on that

point.
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him, to talk of ¢ anti-psorics” as ¢ the most useful
of the Homceopathic means” in treating chronic dis-
eases, showing that they more than half believe the
doctrine to be true. Dr. Holmes says of this doctrine
playfully, but very truthfully, ‘I will not meddle
with this excrescence, which, though often used in
time of peace, would be dropped, like the limb of a
shell-fish, the moment it was assailed.”



CHAPTER 11k

EXAMINATION OF THE DOCTRINES OF HOM@EOPATHY.

I procEED now to an examination of the doctrines
of Homeeopathy, and of its mode of practice. In
doing this, I shall keep in mind the differences be-
tween Homaeopathists, to which I referred in the con-
clusion of the last chapter, and shall have occasion to
notice them in the course of the discussion.

The principle expressed by the Latin phrase, simi-
lia similibus curantwr, is declared by Hahnemann to
be the ‘ sole law of therapeutics.” He asserts most
explicitly, that all cures which have ever taken place,
have been effected alone by this principle, whether
they have resuited from the influence of medicine or
the efforts of nature. He does not deny that physi-
cians before him did sometimes cure disease ; but he
says that they did it ignorantly, and that the prin-
ciple upon which they did it was undiscovered till his
time.
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In order to establish this doctrine as the sole law of |
cure, it must be proved beyond a question that eures
are never effected under any other law. There must
be no exceptions. If there be apparent exceptions,
they must be shown to be only apparent—they must
be proved to be consistent with the law. Till this is
done—till all known cures can be demonstrated to be
consistent with this law, there is no proof that there
may not be other laws or principles by which cures
are effected. And farther. If cures are made beyond
a question by remedies acting on other principles,
then the proof is absolute that this is not the sole
law, though it may be one of the laws of cure.

Let us examine this point with some particularity.

If the doctrine, stmilia similibus curantur be the
sole law of Therapeutics, the tfotality of effects pro-
duced by any article in the healthy, should be a sure
indication that this article will relieve a similar set
of symptoms whenever they appear in the sick. This
should be found to be the fact invariably by experi-
ence. For example: opium produces in the healthy
a state of insensibility and somnoleney, and ipecae
produces nausea and vomiting. Therefore, if the
Homaeopathic law be the sole law of cure, opium
should invariably relieve insensibility and somnolency
in the sick, and ipecac should invariably relieve
nausea and vomiting. It matters not that they some-
times do this in some peculiar cases: to prove the law
to be the sole law, they should always do it. It is
upon these occasional peculiar cases that Homcepa-
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thists rely to show that these remedies act in consis-
tency with their sole law of cure. The sophistry of
such an argument, as the reader sees, is not only
shallow, but contemptibly so.

Under this head I may also remark, that if similia
similibus curantur be the sole law of cure, then a
remedy should never produce in the sick effects simi-
lar to those which it produces in the healthy. For
example. Opium ought never to produce somnolency
in those who are wakeful from the influence of dis-
ease. o, also, it should never increase a somno-
lency already existing, but should always lessen it.
This is so obvious that I need not dwell upon it.

Again. I take now the converse of the first propo-
~ sition. If the Homceopathic law, be the sole law of
cure, then, if any remedy cure a disease, or in other
words remove any group of symptoms in the sick, 1t
should be found invariably to produce a similar group
of symptoms when applied to the healthy. Thus, if
bleeding or blistering or both together have cured
pleurisy (as experience has proved abundantly, what-
ever Homceopathists may say to the contrary), then
bleeding and blistering should each, or together, pro-
duce symptoms resembling pleurisy in the healthy.
Whether bleeding is apt to do this, any ¢ prover” may
discover, by inquiring of those who were wont to be
bled regularly every spring, with the idea that it pre-
vented sickness. He need not be under the necessity
ef * proving” it upon himself.

But lest the Homeeopathist should not be satisfied
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with this allopathic illustration, I will take one from
Homceopathy also. Hahnemann and his followers
assert most stoutly that camphor removes the totality of
symptoms called cholera. If this be so, then, according
to the sole law, we should find that camphor always
produced in the healthy a totality of symptoms resem-
bling this disease. Doesit do this? Notatall. The
effects of camphor upon the healthy are very far from
being the ‘¢ image of the disease” termed cholera. To
make out these two totalities to be alike would tax one’s
credulity as much as it would to believe that a cow
and an elephant bear a strong resemblance to each
other. The effects of a hundred other substances
resemble cholera quite as much as do those of cam-
phor. :

Again, If similia similibus curantur be the sole
law under which cures are effected, then we should
be able to prove, either that the vital powers are never
competent to cure disease alone and unassisted by
remedies, or, that they do it in conformity with the
Homceopathic law. Hahnemann accepts the first horn
of the dilemma ; and expressly asserts that the cures
alleged to be effected by the vis medicatriz nature
are not cures. He has but a poor opinion of the
efforts of the ¢ unintelligent vital powers,” and quarrels
with ¢ the vulgar practice” for its imitation of nature’s
bungling operations.

Now there is no fact more thoroughly established,
both by common and professional observation, than
that the curative tendency in the system is compe
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tent to cure a large proportion of the attacks of
disease without the assistance of any remedy. This
is certainly true of the numberless trivial ailments,
slight colds, temporary headaches, etc., which so
often get well without medicine, and alike with or
without its shadow, the Homceopathic globule. Per-
haps, however, the Homceopathist would claim that
these are not really diseases, although each case mani-
festly presents its group, its ‘totality of symptoms.”
I remark again then, that what I have said of the
curative tendency of nature is certainly true of all
mild cases of what are termed self-limited diseases—
those which have a certain defined set of processes to
go through, such as measles, small-pox, etec. When
these maladies have finished their course, the vital
powers restore the healthy condition of the system,
removing all the consequences of the disease. The
same is true too of other diseases. In all mild cases,
with proper diet and regimen, the vital powers are
able to cure them. And in the practice of every judi-
cious physician, a large share of the medication
employed aims at assisting the curative tendency of
nature, and removing obstacles out of its way, so that
its action may be free and undisturbed.

As then the vis medicatriz nature effects cures, it
has its principles upon which it does this—in other
words, it has its laws of cure. The Homceopathic law
of cure then is not the sole law.

But I go farther than this. Not only is it untrue
that similia similibus curantur is the sole law of
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therapeutics, but there is no proof that it is even one
among the many laws of cure which are employed in
the removal of disease. Future observation may estab-
lish it as one of these laws, but Homceopathic observa-
tion has not done it,

Law is a word of high import in science. It means
something more than a theory or hypothesis. Mere
theory proves nothing. It may make a show of pro-
bability. That is, one theory or hypothetical explana-
tion may be more probable than another. It may
suggest, too, observation which may result in the dis-
covery of a law. But in itself it has none of the
attributes of a law in the proper meaning of that word.
Nothing is worthy of being called a law but a princi-
ple established upon good and substantial proofs.

I am satisfied upon the showing of Homceopathists
themselves, and I trust that I shall satisfy my readers
also, that the doctrine, similia similibus curantur, is
not one of the established laws of therapeutics;
and not only so, but that as a theory it is
exceedingly improbable. Almost all the faets to
which Homceopathists appeal for the support of this
doctrine, not only fail altogether to be explained
by it, but they have a satisfactory explanation
on other principles, And the remainder of these
facts have as yet had none but a hypothetical
explanation, and therefore it involves a mere estimate
of probabilities to choose between a Homceopathic
explanation, and that which may be based upon some
other hypothesis. In deciding any question in science,
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such unexplained facts are of course not to be relied
upon, however much they may be prized by the mere
theorizer ; and our reliance must be upon facts which
in the present state of our knowledge we are able to
explain,

Let us then examine some of the principal facts
which Hahnemann and others adduce in support of
the central doctrine of his system.

One of the facts greatly relied upon by Homceopa-
thists, and very frequently quoted, is thus rather
awkwardly announced by Hahnemann in his Organon,
(p. 95.) “ Frozen sour crout is frequently applied to a
limb that is recently frozen, or sometimes it is rubbed
with snow.”

The idea of Homceopathists seems to be that a
limb is frozen by cold as a positive agent, and that the
cold united with water making it snow, or with the
sourcrout, is only similar to cold united with air, and
not the same thing. It is only upon such an unphilo-
sophical, may I not say ridiculous, idea, that the fact
referred to can be tortured into an illustration of the
doetrine, similia similibus curantur.

But how is a limb frozen ? Simply by the abstrac-
tion of heat. And how is it restored to its natural
state? By a restoration of its heat; in other words,
by the communication of heat to it. Whatever may
be the applications, it is the heat in them that restores
the limb. This can be done, either rapidly by warm
water or warm air, or slowly by cold (that is, less
warm) applications, in the shape of cold water, or
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snow, or ‘‘ frozen sour-crout,’” it matters not which.
And it has been found by experience that it is much
better to restore the limb slowly, than it is to do it
rapidly. This is the reason, and the only one, why
we should not make warm but cold (less warm) appli-
cations to a frozen limb. The schoolboy recognizes
the same principle when he warms his almost frozen
fingers gradually, and thus avoids the aching which
he knows by bitter experience follows too sudden a
transition from cold to warmth. He does it in a
cooler air than he would do it in if he stood directly
before the fire. In this case air, and not water, is the
medium by which the heat is applied—this is the only
point of difference between it and the case of the
frozen limb restored by the snow or cold water.

To make the explanation still more clear, if neces-
sary, observe the circumstances, under which a frozen
limb is restored. When the snow, if that be the
article used, is applied, it does not of itself restore the
limb, but only moderates the process by which it is
done. The warm air of the room restores it, and the
snow prevents the air from doing it too rapidly.
Snow would not restore it if the surrounding air were
much below the freezing point, neither would cold
water. The friction which is commonly used with
the snow is not essential, but is a valuable auxiliary.
It aids the restoration simply by exciting the nervous
energy and the cireulation of the part.

But Dr. Wesselheeft asserts that the Esquimaux
apply snow fo frozen limbs in the cold air, and sue-
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ceed in restoring them. This may be the case when
the weather is not very severe, and when the limb is
not badly frozen. The explanation is obvious. The
enveloping snow acts as a non-conductor, preventing
the air from abstracting the heat of the limb any far-
ther, and the internal portion of the limb being still
warm, and retaining its circulation, extends its heat
outwardly, and in so gradual a way as to effect the
restoration in the best manner. But this could not be
done if the air were very cold, and if the limb were
very thoroughly frozen ; in that case, a resort to a
warm apartment would be absolutely necessary.

The treatment of burns is often referred to as illus-
trating the operation of Hahnemann’s law of cure.

1t is the popular belief that a slight burn can be
cured by holding the burnt part for a little time very
near the fire. It is to be observed, however, that this
expedient has the reputation of curing only in those
cases which are so slight, that they would get well at
any rate. But granting that heat does exert in such
cases a curative influence, it certainly affords no
proof of the truth of the doctrine similia similibus
curantur. If heat will cure the effects of heat, it is
not an example of like curing like, but of same curing
same, which is quite another thing.*

* If this be the proper way to interpret and illustrate this law
then opium should be the Homeopathic remedy for the effects of
opium, calomel for the effects of calomel, ete. Indeed I once knew an
experimenter in Homeopathy to administer a few drops of paregoric
to relieve the effects of an overdose of laudanum. The overdose was
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Besides if heat be the Homceopathic remedy for a
burn—if it really have that peculiar ¢ affinity” for it,
which renders it a specific for that totality, then it
should cure severe as well as mild cases. But this it
is not pretended that it will do.

But it is said, that some of the applications which
cure severe burns, such as alcohol and oil of turpen-
tine, act upon the Homceopathic principle. If they do
so, they ought to produce upon the skin in health
effects similar to the ¢ totality of symptoms” pre-
sented by a burn. Homceopathists may believe that
they do, but it would be impossible for one not com-
mitted to Homceopathy to see anything but the very
remotest resemblance between the stimulating effect
of aleohol or turpentine applied to the skin, and that
condition of things presented by a burn, especially if
it be at all severe. The effect of mustard comes
nearer to it, and therefore according to Hahnemann’s
rule, would be more Homceopathic to it ; but who ever
thought of treating a burn with mustard ? Then
too, there are other remedies successful in curing
burns, which produce no perceptible effect upon a
sound skin, such as sweet oil, a mixture of sweet oil
and limewater, molasses, etc. No one will pretend
that these articles produce effects which are the
“ image” of the disease or injury presented to us in
the case of a burn.

not a large one—so the paregoric had the desired effect, just as heat
cures burns that would get well if let alone.
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It is to be further remarked in regard to the two
cases to which I have referred, that they have no bear-
ing upon the alleged eflicacy of infinitesimal doses.
It has never been pretended that an infinitesimal
degree of heat will cure a burn, or an infinitesimal
amount of snow or frozen sour crout will restore a
frozen limb. Allopathic quantities are used, and
dynamizing with ¢ downward” shakes has never been
suggested. Even the stimulating articles which are
applied to burns, as alcohol and turpentine, are em-
ployed by the strictest of the sect in the ¢ coarser”
form, instead of a potentized dilution.

In the introduction to Hahneman’s Organon there
are more than fifty pages of what he terms “exam-
ples of Homeeopathic cures performed unintentionally
by physicians of the old school of medicine.” The
reasoning which appropriates these cases as proofs of
the truth of the doctrine, similia similibus curantur,
is of the loosest character. T know not where I have
seen the rules of evidence so entirely disregarded as
they are throughout these fifty pages. Statements,
allusions and bare hints, that have the faintest sem-
blanee of relevancy to the point at issue, are pressed
into the service, and gravely paraded as undoubted
proofs. If a remedy chance in any case to be the
antecedent of a recovery, though there be not the
slightest proof that it was the cause, it is eagerly
taken by Hahnemann as proof of his doctrine, if the
disease recovered from bear the remotest resemblance
to any effect that the remedy was ever known or
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imagined to produce upon the system. And though
Hahnemann, as the reader will recollect, lays great
stress upon observing the group or fofality of symp-
toms presented by a disease, and the similar totality
of effects of the remedy which cures it, yet in this
incongruous detail in the Organon, he constantly
bases his conclusions upon single symptoms, or upon
groups so small, that they cannot with any propriety
be called totalities. Some of his conclusions also are
drawn from mere idiosyncrasies. Though it is obvious
that no inferences can properly be made in regard to
the ordinary effects of medicines, from any effects re-
sulting from individual peculiarity, yet Hahnemann
does not hesitate to make such inferences when they
will suit his purpose, being careful, however, to avoid
them when they will not.

Such modes of reasoning are constantly leading
Hahnemann into the grossest inconsistencies. I must
be content, however, with giving a single example
from this large collection of so-called experience. Satis-
fying himself, as he does, with such loose resem-
blances between diseases, and the effects of their
remedies upon the healthy, he often makes the same
remedy to be applicable to diseases of various and
even opposite character. Thus he speaks of Bella-
donna as the cure for hydrophobia, different kinds of
madness and melancholy, scarlet fever, and ¢ amau-
“ rosis with colored spots before the eyes.” And I will
not tax the patience of the reader with the long list
of maladies to which he says that opium has a Homceo-
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pathic affinity, and of which it is therefore the
remedy. How it can cover so many and such diffe-
rent totalities is not easily comprehended.

But suppose that the doctrine similia similibus
curantur is true, how then, let us inquire, ought
we to conduct the provings of remedies upon the
healthy ?

There should be great care in the selection of the
subjects of the experiments, They should be persons
in perfect health, so that the effects of disease may
not be intermixed in our records with the effects of
the remedy.

We should be very careful to distinguish the effects
of medicine from the effects of other causes operating
upon the system—air, food, water, mental influences,
electrical and other states, etc. And when any doubt
exists, it should be solved by experiments upon
various subjects. Many and very accurate experi-
ments must be made, and results must be very judi-
ciously and laboriously compared, before the totality
of the effects of any remedy can be fully and correctly
ascertained.

The size of the doses used in these provings is a
matter of no small importance. The effects of diffe-
rent doses should be carefully noted, so that a compa-
rison may be instituted between them. Especially
should this be done if in one case an ordinary dose be
used, and in another an infinitesimal one.

These rules cannot but commend themselves to
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the common sense of my readers ; and yet Homceopa-
thic observation framples upon them all.

The records of the provings show that Homceopathic
provers are not particularly cautious in the selec-
tion of their subjects. Indeed, in one of their stand-
ard works, Jahr’s Manunal (as the translator informs
us in the introduction), the effects of medicines upon
the sick are indiscriminately mingled with their effects
apon the healthy. .

Again. No distinction is made between the effects
of the remedy and the effects of other causes.
The Homceopathic observer takes his subject, and,
as he thinks, insulates him, by cutting off the
use of a few articles, coffee, spices, perfumery,
etc. He does indeed consider that other causes affect
him, but only as modifying somewhat the influence
of the remedy which is under trial. In his view the
subject is about as thoroughly insulated for his experi-
ment, as the subject of the electrician’s experiments is
when placed upon the insulating stool. He makes
his record accordingly, putting down all phenomena,
physical, mental, and moral, that he witnesses in
him, as the effects of the medicine. |

And it makes no difference whether the dose is
large or small, or even infinitesimal. At least so we
may justly infer from the summings up of the records
of provings, and from the hints which we find in
Homeeopathic books on the subject. Hahnemann him-
self, the great exemplar, is very lax on this point.
His first provings were made with the ordinary dosscs
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used by physicians. And while in his Organon, (p.
203), he states in the text that the doses to be used
are the doses ordinarily msed by practitioners, in a
note at the bottom of the same page he says that
recently he had ¢ judged it more proper to administer
only doses that are very weak and extenuated to a
very high degree.” It is rather singular that he
should make this announcement in a note, and only
incidentally. If he had from proper evidence come to
this conclusion, and had at all appreciated the impor-
tance of it, he would have inserted it in the text, and
would have given his reasons for it in full. But Hah-
nemann makes little note of the difference between
ordinary doses and the infinitesimals, great as you
have seen it to be, either in the provings or in the
treatment of disease. And the same is true of all
Homceopathists.

The insulation of the system, so coolly assumed as
a fact by Homaeopathists, impossible as it is in rela-
tion to ordinary doses, is obviously a still greater im-
possibility in relation to doses of an infinitesimal
amount. If is, we may say, a self-evident impossibil-
ity on the face of it, that a man can be subjected to
the supreme control of an infinitesimal quantity of
common salt or challk, and that this should produce all
the bodily and mental phenomena which he exhibits
for days and even weeks.

Buft even if it were possible that substances should be

so excessively diluted as Homcaeopathists pretend, and

that an infinitesimal dose of any substance thus
+
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diluted should exert some considerable influence upon
the system, that influence would inevitably be neutra-
lized by the world of influences coming upon it from
other substances, as minutely divided and asthoroughly
agitated in the moving elements around us. Every
breeze would come to us charged with attenunations
of endless variety gathered from far and near, and
the water of which we drink would be impreg-
nated with infinitesimal doses of the thousands of
minerals and medicinal plants, which in the lapse of
years have been laved in it by the side of lake, or sea,
or river. The succussions and triturations of the con-
stantly agitated wind and water would be quite as
effectual in extenuating and potentizing the sub-
stances suspended in them, as the Homceopath’s rub-
bing with the sugar of milk, or his downward shakes
with the thirty phials. The world would be a great
laboratory of Homaopathic remedies, and we should
be subjected to an endless and confused variety of
secret but all-pervading influences.

The extensive groups of effects contained in the
recorded collections of provings, are nothing but con-
fused medleys. And I can see no characteristics by
which one medley can be distingnished from another.
They are all very much alike, and each seems to be a
collection of all varieties of phenomena and sensations
that could possibly be imagined. How the Homaeopa-
thist can make any practical use of them, is beyond
my power to divine. The comparison of such totali-
ties (extending in some cases over forty closely printed
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pages) with the symptoms of diseases as witnessed in
the sick room, appears to my Allopathic mind as
rather a formidable work ; and I think the reader will
not accuse me of any want of candor when I say, that
I doubt whether any such comparison is ever faith-
fully made by Homceopathic physicians.

The mode of Hahnemann’s provings, which 1 have
developed in these pages, is universally received by
Homeeopathists. Professor Henderson does indeed
allow, in speaking of the ‘‘ exuberance of Hahne-
mann’s details,” that he * did err in recording trivial
occurrences among the symptoms that followed the
taking of the medicines.,”” But he denies that ¢ his
error in the smallest degree affects the practical use
of his provings.” A strange assertion is this. All
error does practical harm, and just in proportion to the
amount of the error. 1f Hahnemann in his provings
has recorded but few ‘¢ trivial occurrences,” as Dr.
Henderson seems to think, then his error is small, and
the ‘¢ practical use of the provings” is but little im-
paired. But, if what 1s trivial and irrelevant vastly
preponderates over what bears any relation to the
remedy, then the provings are worthless in practice.
And this is just the truth in regard to those provings
which were made with the ordinary doses. Very
nearly all the records of their effects are irrelevant,
and what is relevant cannot be separated from the
mass of rubbish with which it is mingled. And the
provings by infinitesimal doses have not even an infi-
nitesimal amount of relevancy.
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There are two errors in Homceopathic provings
which are fatal to their practical usefulness: viz. :
disregarding the difference between ordinary and
infinitesimal doses, and assuming that all phenomena
in the system come from the medicine under trial.
And, even if it be true, as Homceeopathists assert, that
our knowledge of the influence of any medicine upon
disease is to be derived from observation of its effects
upon the healthy, this observation, in order to be of
any practical value, must be conducted upon prineci-
ples entirely different from those of the Homceeopathic
provings.



CHAPTER IV.

EXAMINATION OF THE DOCTRINES OF HOYYEOPATHY,
CONTINUED.

Tuere is much discrepancy between different lead-
ing Homceopathists in relation to the range of their
doses ; and not only so, but the practice of each one
presents discrepancies, which show conciusively that
Homceeopathic observation of the influence of remedies
upon disease is valueless. That the reader may see
for himself that this is so, I will devote a iittle space
to the examination of this point.

The doses administered in Homceopathic practice,
especially at the present time, have an exceedingly wide
range. Hahnemann himself, althougn he recom-
mended the thirtieth dilution for common use, and
asserted that even the smell of a globule coutaining the
one thousandth part of a drop of this dilution, would,
in some susceptible cases cure disease, did sometimes
resort to even Allopathic doses, as for example in the
treatment of cholera with camphor. Professor Hen-
derson says that modern Homceopathists employ,
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especially in acute diseases, the lower attenuations
for the most part, and sometimes even the origina.
¢ mother tinctures.” Laurie, of Edinburgh, says that
he considers ¢ the whole range from the first attenua-
tion to the thirtieth, and even upwards, useful, accora-
ing to the nature of the case.” And Dr. Marcy ot
New York, (a prominent Homceeopathist, I suppose, as
he has published a system of theory and practice, and
is one of the editors of a Homeopathic Journal), re-
marks—“ We are constantly presented with we
authenticated cures by the undiluted tinctures and
low dilutions, and have also as thoroughly understood
and successfully practised the higher attenuations. -
His idea is, that there are ¢ almost innumerable gra-
dations of impressibility,” requiring corresponding
variations of doses; and this seems to be the idea of
Homeeopathists generally. The Homceopathie physi-
cian must, I think, have uncommon diserimination,
if he can decide correctly in the case of each patient,
to what point in this almost infinite scale of suscep*

bilities he belongs. And if he should chance to err,
and give a dose of a low dilution, or of a *““mother tine-
ture” to a patient so susceptible, that he ought only
to smell of a globule moistened with the thousandth
part of a drop of the thirtieth dilution, the effect must
be horribly destruective.

If medicines produce in infinitesimal doses such
effects as are attributed to them, and if there be such
wide differences in the susceptibility of the sick, it
muet be very important to fix upon exactly the right
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dose in each case. And if an infinitesimal dose of a
medicine, carefully prepared with just the right
amount of agitation and trituration, be appropriate to
a case, then it would certainly be very injurious to
the patient to give a million of such doses at once.
Nothing can be more obvious than this; and yet
Homaopathists do not appear to be aware of it, for in
their dosing of the sick they jump about among the
millionths, billionths, quadrillionths, and decillionths,
with a sort of frisky freedom.

"The range of doses in Allopathy is somewhat
smaller than the range of doses in Homoeopathic prac-
tice. For example, while the Allopathic physician
calls the one sixth of a grain of tartar emetic a very
small dose, and three grains (eighteen times that
amount) a large one, the Homceopathic physician calls
the decillionth of a grain a small dose, and a million,
billion, quadrillion of such doses, what? Why, a
small dose too. The arithmetic of Homeopathy seems
to deprive those who venture its airy flights of all
power of appreciating differences of quantity. Differ-
ences as wide as that between an atom and a world,
they seem hardly to note or to know.

That my readers may see that I am not misrepre-
senting Homceopathic practice, I will refer them to
some cases reported by Prof. Henderson. He is, per-
haps, less adventurous than most Homceopathists in
his leaps among the millions and trillions and deecil-
lions ; and yet these cases show that it is not at all

uncommon for him to change the medicine which he
4
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is giving in any case to the amount of six, twelve,
even eighteen dilutions.

As one reads these reports of cases, the changes do
not strike him as being so very great, because they
are announced with such small figures. But if he
undertake to estimate them, he finds that they are
immense. Thus, when belladonna 12, is changed for
belladonna 6, the alteration seems small, because the
figures are so. But, in reality, a drop of belladonna
6 (the 6th dilution) contains, as I reckon it, just one
hundred millions of millions more of the belladonna
than a drop of the 12th dilution does. But he makes
much greater leaps than this in his dosings. I could
cite many examples from these cases, but one must
suffice. In the case to which I refer (which the
reader will find on page 42 of Henderson’s Inquiry),
the patient had taken, during the day, ¢ bellad. 18,”
every hour, for three doses, and then every two hours,
and at night it was changed for ¢ bellad. 6”—a
change, you observe, of twelve dilutions; and how
many millions of millions that is, I will not stop to
calculate. What a change of susceptibility must
have occurred in only a few hours in that patient, to
require such an enormous change in the amount of
the dose! Or, perhaps, there was no such change of
susceptibility ; but the Professor found that the
patient was not as susceptible as he first supposed,
and that, on that account, he increased the dose. If
80, I do not understand how he knew just what point
to strike in this tremendous leap on the scale of doses.
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That he did strike the right point, I suppose that he
deemed to be certain; for he continued the medicine
in the same dose the next day, and the day after the
patient was well enough to go to his work *

Absurd as this wide range of doses from the weaker
to the stronger attenuations is, it is still more absurd
when Homceopathists extend it still farther, and take
in, as they now very generally do, the common forms
of medicines. If, however, a mathematical law of
the comparative effects of doses, which Hahnemann
announces in his Organon as discovered by him, be
really an established law, it at least lessens very
materially the absurdity of this wide range of dosing,
On the 297th page, he says: ¢ The effects of a dose
are by no means diminished in the same proportion as
the quantity of the medicinal substance is attenuated.”
And in a note he states the law very definitely, thus :
‘¢ Suppose that one drop of a mixture containing the
tenth of a grain of any medicinal substance produces an
effect=a ; a drop of another mixtu recontaining mere-
ly an hundredth part of a grain of this same sub-
stance, will only produce an effect=3}; if it con-
tains a ten thousandth part of a grain, the effect will
be=3%; and if a millionth, it will be=%; and so on
progressively. The effects of the remedy on the body

* Such cases show, either that it makes no difference what dilution
is given, or that Homeopathic doctors have a wonderful tact at estimat-
ing degrees and changes of susceptibility, and that on a scale almost
infinite. The latter horn of the dilemma will probably be accepted

by most of them, as their modesty is rather Homeeopathic in amount,
and is apt to admit of assumptions of wisdom.

4'5"
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will merely be diminished about one half each time
that the quantity is reduced nine tenths of what it
was before.” All this has a very scientific air, and
looks like realizing the anticipation of Hahnemann,
that the art of curing would at length ¢ approach to
the same degree of certainty as the science of mathe-
matics.” And if this doctrine be true, it is certainly
a very important and wonderful discovery. But, for-
mally and explicitly as it was announced, it never
seemed to gain any currency among the followers of
Hahnemann ; and I believe that he himself has never
even alluded to it in any other place in all his exten-
sive works.

There is glaring inconsistency in the wide range of
doses now so universally adopted by Homaeopathists.
If both ordinary doses and infinitesimal ones cure dis-
ease, they must obviously do it in different ways.
The action of the potentized infinitesimal upon the
system must be regulated by different principles from
those which govern the action of the same article in
its crude form. This truth is sometimes distinetly
recognized by Hahnemann and other Homeopathic
writers, in contrasting the effects of * coarse medi-
cines” and attenuated ones. And yet they continually
disregard it, both in their reasonings and in their
practice.

Let me then illustrate this truth in a familiar man-
ner You see a heavy weight raised by a rope. Sup-
pose now that some one take from that rope a fila-
ment so small that it is invisible, and with this raises
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the same weight. We should say at once that the
rope and the filament do not raise the weight upon
the same principles—that some new power is given to
the filament which is not possessed by the rope.
‘ True,” says the Homceeopathist, ¢ that is clear encugh ;
and we claim that a new power is given to medicine
_ by trituration and attenuation!” Why then, I ask, do
you not adhere to this view of the subject? You are
not consistent with yourself. While you say that a
new power is given to the infinitesimal which does not
belong to the medicine in its crude state, and that by
this power it cures disease; you at the same time
claim, that the law, similia similibus curantur, is the
principle on which both infinitesimals and crude
medicines effect cures, which i1s as absurd as to say
that the invisible filament raises the weight upon the
same principle that the rope does.

But perhaps you will say that it is by some portion
of the crude medicine, which by accident becomes
attenuated, that the cure is effected, and that the
same result would have been obtained if only an infi-
nitesimal quantity of the same article had been used.
If so, why use the mother tinctures and the crude
medicines at all? And especially do I ask, why use
the erude camphor in one of the most formidable of all
diseases—the cholera; a practice which, so far as |
know, is universal among Homceopathists?

The reader has observed that Hahnemann regards
disease as a mere group of symptoms. He has
nothing to do with their causes, and he uni-
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formly speaks with contempt of all efforts on the part
of physicians “ to search the interior of the human
economy.” Upon this point he holds this language—
¢ In what manner the vital principle produces morbid
indications in the system, is to the physician a wseless
question, and will therefore, for ever remain unan-
swered. Only that which is necessary for him to
know of the disease, and which is fully sufficient for
the purposes of cure, has the Lord of Life rendered
evident to the semses.” It is the external symptoms,
therefore, that alone constifute in his view the
disease, which he is to attack with his remedies.

And such are the views of Homceopathists gene-
rally. An abundance of evidence might be cited i.
prove this; but I will only quote as a specimen the
language of Dr. Hering, one of the most prominent
Homeopathists in this country. ¢ The sole inquiry
of the physician,” says he, ¢“is after the symptoms,
because the symptoms alone determine his choice of a
remedy ; and upon the fullness or accuracy with which
these are noticed, rests the entire management of the
cure. All therefore depends upon the correct exami-

nation of the patient, and not upon any possible opi-
nions concerning the nature and essence of the disease,

nor upon learned views concerning its concealed seat ;
rothing indeed but the symptoms are to be accepted
as the guide of the treatment, because in them no
error is possible.”

Very different from this are the views of Allopathic
physicians. They find out, so far as they can, the
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causes of the symptoms, the seat and the nature of
the disease, and for this purpose look at all the evi-
dence which the present condition and the past history
of the case furnish. We will take a very familiar
example. If a patient have pain in the head, the
rational physician considers it important fo discover
whether this symptom is produced by a disordered
stomach, a determination of blood to the head, or
some other cause; and applies his remedies accord-
ingly. But the Homaopathist regards all such
inquiries as ‘“ useless questions,” and aims his reme-
dies only at a group of symptoms, of which the pain
in the head is one.

As Homeeopathists look only at the symptoms which
are ‘“evident to the senses” as their guide in the
treatment of disease, a knowledge of ¢ the interior of
the human economy,” however interesting it may be
to the curious mind, is of no manner of advantage to
them. They therefore, as a body, wholly neglect the
study of anatomy, physiology and pathology. These
have no place in the science of their therapeutics.
Some affect to deny this charge ; but it is useless.
The evidence of its truth is to be found on almost
every page of standard writers on Homceopathy. The
neglect of these departments of medical science,
being the legitimate result of their doctrine, is every-
where palpably manifest.

Homaopathists attempt to support their doctrines
by a great variety of illustrations, all of which are
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grossly fallacious. The fallacy of a few of them, I
propose now to point out to the reader.

Many illustrations are drawn by Homceopathists
from the effects of medicines in ordinary doses, well-
pulverised or diluted. They would have us admit
that, because some grains of a remedy will produce
more effect when thus prepared than when it is given
in a crude unprepared state in a large amount, there-
fore a single grain of it diffused through a liquid more
in bulk than the whole world, or even many worlds,
will give to each drop a peculiar medicinal power—a
conclusion which is altogether too great a leap for
common minds, and is within the capabilities only of
such minds as have been . spiritualized” and * dyna-
mized” by the etherealizing processes of Homceopathic
belief.

The fallacy of the illustration from vaccination so
often used by Homceopathists is of a similar character.
Here an effect which pervades the whole system, it is
true, is produced by a very small quantity of matter.
But how small? Is it infinitesimal? Certainly not.
Let the Homceopathist, instead of vaccinating some
fifty or an hundred persons with a grain of the virus,
make a solution of it so weak, that if a whole grain
were used it would be diffused through whole oceans
of water, and then let him vaccinate with this solu-
tion, and if he succeed in producing the vaccine vesi-
cle, I will grant that his illustration would have some
show of reason. But even then it would be in fact
materially defective. For while the vaccine virus has
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the power of reproducing itself, and fAus spreads from
the mere point where it is introduced and affects the
whole system, the infinitesimal globule has no such
power, and if it produce any effect, must do it in
altogether a different manner.

The same fallacy is seen in the illustrations which
are drawn from the extreme divisibility of matter. - A
single specimen will be sufficient to exhibit the fallacy
of all these illustrations.

Dr. Stratten, in his Preface to Hahnemann’s Orga-
non, in alluding to the scepticism of many in regard
to the efliciency of infinitesimal doses, relates an expe-
riment which he says ‘“may serve to explain the
degree of dilution substances are capable of. One
grain of nitrate of silver was dissolved in fifteen hun-
dred and sixty grains of distilled water, to which were
added two grains of muriatic acid—a gray precipitate
of chloride of silver was evident in every part of the
liquor.”

Dr. Stratten would have us believe, that because
the grain of nitrate of silver diffused in fiftecn hun-
dred and sixty grains of water, could be visibly
detected by a chemical test, therefore a grain of it,
diffused through more water than is contained in all
the rivers, and lakes, and seas, and oceans on the
earth, would impart to every drop of it a medicinal
power, that would produce manifest effects upon the
system, and be effectual in removing disease. Like
other Homeeopathists, Dr. Stratten is somewhat care-
less as to relative quantities. If he should infer that
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because a rock or an elephant can crush a man, there-

fore a pebble or a flea can do the same, this inference,
absurd as it is, would be nothing like as absurd as the
one which he makes in regard to his experiment; for
there is vastly less difference between a rock and a
pebble, and between an elephant and a flea, than
there is between his solution of nitrate of silver and
the higher attenuations of Hahnemann.

But the error of Dr. Stratten’s inference is not one
of quantity merely. The fact that a substance dif-
fused very minutely in a liquid can be detected by a
chemical test, does not bear in the least upon the
question, whether an extremely small quantity of an
article minutely divided can affect the human system
and cure disease. The two results have no relation,
and no inference can be drawn from the one in regard
to the other. No relation exists between them, even
if the attenuation to which the test is applied is as
minute as that which is used as a medicine—much
less when it is vastly less minute. As well might
Dr. Stratten infer that, because he can distinctly see
his cow at a mile’s distance, therefore her bellowing can
he heard at the distance of a thousand or even a mil-
lion of miles, as that, because a grain of nitrate of
silver diffused in fifteen hundred and sixty grains of
water can be detected by a little muriatic acid, there-
fore a single drop of a solution of it millions of millions
of times weaker than this can produce perceptible me-
dicinal effects upon the human system. The want of
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relation between the results is as palpable in the one
case as in the other,

Homceopathists often speak of the imponderable
agents as illustrating the action of their attenuated
medicines, just as if powers can be given to common
matter by trituration and dilution similar to those
which are possessed by light, electricity and heat.
Joslin says—¢ The higher attenuations are, in one
sense, imponderable agents. Their medicinal part
has no appreciable weight. Like light, caloric and
electricity, they possess great activity.” And he asks,
‘¢ Who can say that if ponderable matter were made
sufficiently fine, it would not exhibit as astonishing
powers as light, calorie, or electricity ? Who can say
that these imponderable agents do not derive their
activity from that very circumstance ?”

What a brilliant idea, that light and heat and elec-
tricity are only common matter attenuated to a high
degree, deriving all their powers from mere comminu-
tion, as Joslin believes, or from the * downward
shakes” of Hahnemann, given to it in the great refin-
ing laboratories of nature. It is with such views of
the astonishing revelations to which Homceopathy is
introducing us, that Joslin says—¢ It is the destiny
of Homceopathia, not only to effect a glorious revolu-
tion in the art of healing, but to lead to new views
of the constitution of matter. Sheis to become the
handmaid of physical science, as well as the mistress
of practical medicine.” ‘We are to hail ¢ the sage of
Coethen” not only as the ¢ Newton of medicine,” but
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as a second Newton in the wide kingdom of general
science !

Dr. Joslin gives the following illustration of what
he deems to be the difference between Allopathy and
Homaeopathy in practice—‘ Had it been customary
with the older surgeons to extract splinters from the
fingers by pounding them with a hammer, and some
one had ultimately hit upon the expedient of doing it
with a needle, should we not have heard a great out-
ery against the innovation? Says the old orthodox
surgeon, ¢ This small-dose system has no efficiency.
I have been pounding here for two hours, and the
splinter has barely started. My instrument is efficient,
as you have evidence in the bruises. Do you think to
dislodge the splinter with your insignificant Homceo-
pathic needle point ? If is contrary to the experience
of three thousand years ; it is contrary to all analogy.
I would as soon think of harnessing a musquito before
my gig. I have deliberately adopted this maxim : to
believe nothing which is incredible except on evidence
which is overwhelming.’ The surgeon of the new
school replies—* Your instrument is ponderous and
powerful, but not efficacious. Its force is worse than
wasted on the living and distant parts. You might
pound the patient to a jelly, before the splinter would
come out. If you happen now and then to hit it, you
are just as likely to drive it in. My instrument is
small but effective. The whole secret consists in
applying the force at the right point and in the right
direction.”
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This is both amusing and plausible. But is it true ?
Look a little at the terms of the comparison, and see
whether Dr. Joslin had a due regard to relative quan-
tities in making them. If you call to mind the Ho-
meeopathic arithmetic developed in a former part of this
essay, you will see that the difference between a ham-
mer and such a needle as would be serviceable in
getting out a splinter, is almost as nothing compared
with that between an ordinary dose of medicine and
an infinitesimal one. If the hammer is to be consi-
dered as representing an Allopathic dose, then a
needle, not only invisible, but so small as to defy all
caleulation or conception, must represent the Homeeo-
pathic dose.* That such a needle can get out a
splinter, is just about as ¢ incredible” as that infinitesi-
mal doses can cast out disease ; and we should hardly
be deemed unreasonable, if we refuse to believe it,
““ except on evidence which is overwhelming.” Be-
sides, if the hammer represent medicine in its
ordinary dose, almost all Homccopathists sometimes,
not to say often, use the hammer, and Hahnemann
himself used it in preference to the needle in the case
of the cholera-splinter.

Hahnemann, in his illustrations of his theory
presses everything into service that has the merest

% The same criticism could be made upon nearly all Dr. Joslin’s
illustrations, as to his disregard of relative quantities. For example,
he speaks of the “succussed” preparations of Hahnemann having such
curative power, that we can cure with them “the most violent disease
in a man by a dose which would not harm a mouse’’—he should have
said a flea—nay more, an invisible mite.
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shadow of analogy to his ruling idea. I will give a
few examples from a note on the 117th page of the
Organon., :

‘ Physical and moral diseases,” he says, ¢ are cured
in the same manner;” and of this truth he gives the
following illustrations.

““ Why does the brilliant planet Jupiter disappear in
the twilight from the eyes of him who gazes at it ?
Because a similar but more potent power, the light of
breaking day, then acts upon these organs.” So then,
the sight of the planet Jupiter is, in the view of this
second Newton of physical science, a physical disease
in the ¢ eyes of him who gazes at it,” and it is removed
in accordance with similia similibus curantur, by “ a
similar but more potent power, the light of breaking
day.” The dose, however, in this case, is not an infi-
nitesimal ; but the greater the dose of light the more
perfect the cure.

“ With what are we in the habit of flattering the
olfactory nerves when offended by disagreeable odors ?
With snuff, which affects the nose in a similar man-
ner, but more powerfully.” Will a sniff from a phial
containing a globule impregnated with the thirtieth
dilution do this, or is it the experience of the old
ladies that a good round Allopathic dose is necessary ?

““ By what means does the soldier cunningly remove
from the ears of the compassionate spectator the cries
of him who runs the gauntlet? By the piercing
tones of the fife coupled with the noise of the drum.
By what means do they drown the distant roar of the



178 DOCTRINES EXAMINED. 8T

enemy’s cannon, which carries terror to the heart of
the soldier ? By the deep-mouthed clamor of the big
drum.” Here come the large doses again. But if
Homceeopathy apply to this case, the “big drum” is
not needed, but the finest squeak of a .mouse frod
upon by a soldier, should suffice to cure the whole
army of its fear of the enemy’s cannon.

 In the same manner mourning and sadness are
extinguished in the soul when the news reach us
(even though they were false) of a still greater mis-
fortune occurring to another.” So then, in accordance
with the sole law, all other sources of consolation,
even those of religion, are useless; and when any one
is afflicted, the only way to cure him of this ¢ moral
disease,” is to tell him of some one who has it much
worse than he has. In this case, too, it seems that
an infinitesimal dose will not answer. If a man break
his leg, it will not cure him of his * mourning and
sadness” to tell him of some one that has hurt his
little finger—a dose as large as two broken legs, or
even a broken neck, will be required, especially if the
patient is not very susceptible.*

# Though there may be in these cases of “moral disease,”” Dr.
Marcy’s ““ almost innumerable gradations of impressibility,” they do not
seem to admit of his infinitely wide range of doses. To be consistent
with his Homeopathy, (and this is that of most of his sect,) while the
stout imperturbable man, bowed down with “ mourning and sadness”
should require a truly Allopathic dose of others’ woes to cure him;
if the case, on the other hand, be that of a delicate hysterical lady, ever
ready to feel and to weep, the story of some accident to a mosquito,
a flea, or even a mite, poured into her ear in almost inaudible whispers,
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Mr. Marmaduke Sampson, an English amateur
Homeeopathist, outstrips even the great exemplar in
some of his moral illustrations. For example, he
says—*‘ The symptoms of mental excitement pro-
duced by ardent spirits, are in like manner most
quickly and effectually overcome by means capable
of producing symptoms of an analogous kind. A
fright will do this, or any other sudden cause; and
hence Cassio’s immediate recovery from intoxication
under Othello’s reproof, is strictly in accordance with
nature.” Cassio’s account of the matter, in reply to
Iago’s inquiry, ¢ How came you thus recovered ?”’
was, as the reader will recollect, * It hath pleased the
devil, drunkenness, to give place to the devil, wrath.”
Though by a stretch of fancy we might make out
some little resemblance between these two devils,
there certainly is not enough in the * totality” of their
characteristics to make one devil humceupathichtu
the other. A bucket of cold water would have been
(uite as effectual a cure for Cassio’s intoxication as
Othello’s reproof was; and this remedy for such an
excited inflammatory moral disease, is decidedly An#i-
pathic, not Homceopathic in its character.

should suffice to relieve her. This infinitesimal dose of woe, should, by
virtue of its * affinity’’ for the disease, go directly to it, as surely as the
dynamized globule does, and any very large dose would *‘ put in jeo-
pardy the life of the patient,’ by introducing an“ artificial disease’
which the ® vital force’? would not be competent to remove. But
whatever may be the experience of Homeopathists on this point, I
have never heard of such a patient’s being overwhelmed, or having her
heart broken. by the bungling administration of too large a dose, too
heavy a tale of others’ sorrows.
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But enough of these illustrations. 1 will not weary
the reader with going through all even of the most
common and prominent illustrations which we find
in Homceopathic books, as substitutes for arguments
and proofs. The totality of these fallacies is a large
and incongruous totality.

The inconsistencies of Homaeopathy are glaring and
numerous. We find them alike in its statements, its
reasonings, and its practice. I have exposed many
of them incidentally in the course of my examination
of this system ; but it may be well to notice some of
the principal ones fogether, that the reader may see
what a medley of inconsistencies this so called science
presents.

The reason that attenuated medicines produce such
a decided effect in the removal of disease is, according
to Hahnemann and all Homceopathists, that the dis-
eased parts are in a very susceptible state—implying,
that if there were no such increased sensibility, the
infinitesimal would not produce any effect, or at
least an exceedingly slight one. Yet in the provings
upon the healthy, in whom this reason for a decided
influence from the infinitesimal does not exist, they
record a large number of very decided effects from
infinitesimals. To this they add another inconsis-
tency still more gross and palpable. They record in
their collections of provings indiscriminately, symp-
toms occurring under the use of both erude drugs and
dynamized infinitesimals; though they assert that
the latter act upon the system by virtue of a new
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power given to them in their preparation. and of
course cannot produce effects analogous to those of the
former. And, to complete this jumble of inconsisten-
cies, while they thus mingle together in these records
the effects of crude and attenuated medicines, they
explicitly assert, as an argument against the use of
large doses, that the apparent effects of such doses are
for the most part, sometimes entirely, the efforts of
the system to resist and throw off the medicine, and
that its legitimate effects can be ascertained only by
administering it in small doses.

Again, in relation to doses. It is said that the
amount of the dose must be proportioned to the degree
of susceptibility in the sick ; and some, perhaps we
may say most Homceopathists, find such differences
of susceptibility in their patients, that their range of
doses takes in not only all the attenuations, but even
the ‘““mother tinctures” and crude drugs. Now the
susceptibility is generally greater in acute than in
chronic cases, and therefore, according to the rule, the
higher attenuations should be particularly applicable
to acute diseases, But no. They are used most in
chronic cases, and in the acute the lower attenuations,
and even medicines in their * coarse” form are em-
ployed.

Though Hahnemann was so exceedingly particular
in ‘‘ dynamizing” his infinitesimals, and so absolute
and positive in rejecting the coarser forms of medi-
cines, yet he prescribed camphor in the coarser form
for so grave a disease as cholera. And his followers
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have universally adopted this practice, and reckon
- their greatest triumphs in the treatment of this disease
with Allopathic doses. There is certainly an appa-
rent inconsistency in this abandonment of infinitesi-
mals in the treatment of cholera. Perhaps it can be
shown to be only apparent and not real ; but, so far as
I know, no one has attempted to do this, and the most
profound silence has been observed on this point by all
Homceopathists, though the inconsistency has been
pointed out to them again and again.

Great pains have been taken by Homceopathists to
collect the totality of the effects of every medicine,
and much stress is laid upon the importance of trac-
ing, in each case, the relation between this totality
and its counterpart, that is, the totality of symptoms
belonging to the disease of which the medicine is the
cure. Accordingly it is claimed, and if the premises
be correct, the claim is a true one, that much study
and skill are requisite in order to trace this relation
faithfully, and that therefore, while Allopathy requires
but little research, no one can be successful in Ho-
meeopathic practice unless he be a hard student and a
skilful observer. But is this relation between the
totalities really made the subject of much study by
Homeopathic physicians? Do they make any use of
the monstrous groups of symptoms recorded in Hahne-
mann’s materia medica, in the investigation of cases
as they occur in daily practice? There is no evi-
dence that they do; and, on the other hand, there is
much evidence that they do not. The records of

5
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cases which we find in their books and journals, in-
stead of showing minute research, are ordinarily
exceedingly jejune, compared with the totalities of
the provings. In their reasonings too, the large totali-
ties are forgotten, and inferences are made from very
small groups of symptoms, or even from a single one.
Totalities, it seems, like the doses, enlarge and con-
tract to their convenience, ranging from a solitary
symptom up to groups of a thousand or more, spread
over forty or fifty pages. The boasted success of the
lady Homeeopathists, who practice with box and pam-
phlet, it may also be remarked, is hardly consistent
with the alleged necessity of severe study and minute
research in Homaopathic practice. To them this
¢ difficult but beneficent art,” as Hahnemann ealls it,
seems in some way to be made wonderfully easy.

Great pretensions to accuracy are made by Homaeo-
pathists; and yet you have seen not only how much
they differ from each other in the range of their doses,
but how extremely loose they all are in regard to the
amounts of medicine they administer in different
cases ; and sometimes even in the same case. So
loose are they in this respect, that the conclusion is
forced upon us, that it makes no difference to them,
or to the patient, whether the thirtieth dilution be
given, or one which is millions upon millions of times
stronger than this. Their palpable inconsistency on
this practical point can be accounted for on no other
supposition.

To trace out the totality of the inconsistencies of
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the Homeeopathic doctrine and practice would be an
almost interminable task; and the group which I have
presented of some of the most prominent of them, will
suffice to convince the reader, that it is mockery to
bestow the name of science upon such a mass of in-
eongruities as are found in Homeeopathy.

Such is the character of the system of medicine
founded by Hahnemann. If T have represented it
truthfully, s great central doctrine, if true at all,
applies only to a very small range of phenomena ;
its mode of observation is capable of establishng no
facts, and it is therefore of no practical wuse; and
the treatment of disease, based wupon this mode of -
observation, must therefore be wuiterly absurd.



CHAPTER N

PRACTICAL EVIDENCES OF HOM(EOFPATHY.

Bur it is said by the advocates of Homceeopathy,
that whatever may be thought of its dootrines, in
practice it is successful ; and therefore it must be
true.

Here we come to the very citadel of Homaopa-
thists, Whenever their doctrine is most clearly shown
to be absurd, they retreat at once to the argument, of
which every quack from time immemorial has been so
fond. ¢ There are our cures-—our facts,” say they.
¢ On them, after all, we rely for the proof of the truth
of our doctrine.” The claims of Homaopathists on
this point are exceedingly impudent. Joslin but echoes
the general voice of his sect, when he says—¢ Hah-
nemann was the first who made well-ascertained facts
the essential basis of the whole therapeutic fabrie;”
as if all physicians before him were a set of theorists
and dreamers, and were no discoverers of facts. And
he asserts it to be the grand peculiarity of Hahnemann-
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ism, that it relies upon facts, and facts alone, He
ranks it in this respect with the Baconian philosophy,
and even with Christianity itself. On this point he
says— Christianity was presented to the world in
the shape of facts. It wasa grand exhibition of the
inductive method of philosophy. Now we may also
claim for Homaopathy an inductive character, and
- for its believers a rational regard for the evidence of
their senses.” And again he says—*‘ Such has been
the course pursued by the disciples of Bacon, and also
by the disciples of a still greater Master. These ap-
pealed to facts as the basis of their belief, and warned
their brethren against the prevalent ¢ philosophy,”
which was far from being inductive. The Greeks
sought ¢ after wisdom,” after plausible hypotheses
and therefore rejected the facts and the true wisdom.
The sophists, the self styled philosophers, held the
same position as those medical sceptics of our day,
who array @ priori argument, barely plausible,
against facts well attested.”

Such being the claims of Homceeopathists in regard
to the practical proofs of the truth of their system, I
wish the reader to examine with me candidly and
faithfully the character of their boasted facts.

It is alleged in proof of the truth of Homcopathy
by those who believe in it, that they have themselves
witnessed cures performed by Homeeopathic remedies.
That they have seen persons restored to health while
taking these remedies, I will allow ; but this by no
means proves that the remedies cured them. Some-
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thing more than the relation of antecedent and conse-
quent is required to prove a real connection between
the remedy and the recovery. The fallacious reason-
ing which is very prevalent on this point, both in the
profession and in the community at large, is the great
source of the delusion and quackery that abound in
the world, and it has its full share of influence in
maintaining the hold of Homceopathy upon the popu-
lar belief. I will therefore illustrate this point with
some particularity.

In every case of disease there are many elements at
work ; and we accordingly see various actions mingled
together in a manner more or less confused, viz, ;
actions strictly morbid in their character—actions de-
pendent upon the natural course of the disease—resto-
rative actions—those resulting from sympathy between
the organ particularly diseased and other organs—and
those which are produced by external agencies, some
of which are known and others are unknown., All of
these are to be taken into the account in estimating,
in any case, the influence of remedies. With the
observance of the utmost caution there is liability to
mistake in our inferences on this point; and the lia-
bility is very great if the ohserver is incautious, and
especially if he is wedded to any theory or system.
And in the case of Homceopathy this liability is unu-
sually great ; because Homeeopathic observation makes
almost no allowance for the operation of the different
elements to which I have referred, but shuts its eyes
to the existence of nearly all of them, and with a
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wholesale eredulity attributes nearly everything to the
agency of its potentized infinitesimals.

Different degrees and kinds of proof are needed in
different cases to establish a connection between the
remedy and the recovery. As a general rule, it is
true, that the more apt a disease is to end in recovery,
the greater is the liability to mistake as to the influ-
ence of remedies. For example, in tetanus (lock-jaw),
so apt is the disease to end in death, that if any par-
ticular remedy or course is followed by a recovery,
there is strong presumptive proof that the remedy or
course cured the disease ; and but a few such cases
would be required to establish its value in the treat-
ment of this malady. In this case all the elements
commonly work wrong, or at least fail to do good.
If therefore any element which is added is followed
by a recovery, even though it be tested upon only a
few cases, we may safely conclude that the additional
element is not only the antecedent, but the cause of
the cure. But in a case where the elements work
variously, well or ill, it is not so easy to discover the
exact influence of the added element. For example,
in such diseases as pneumonia and fever, in which the
restorative agencies are prominent in the movements
of the case, and are ordinarily competent to effect a
recovery without the aid of art, it requires accurate
and varied observation to determine the real influence
of any remedy. Especially is this true in regard to
those diseases which vary much in the different cases

In their tendency to a recovery. Scarlet fever and
5
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cholera may be cited as examples. Accordingly a
loose observation of these diseases in different locali-
ties and at different times has given to us a vast
variety of remedies and modes of treatment, each
demonstrated, as it is claimed, by experience to be pre-
eéminently successful.

The application of these principles is well illus-
trated in the cure and prevention of that dreadful
disease, hydrophobia. So strong is the tendency of
this malady to end in death, that but a small number
of cases would be required to establish the value of
any true remedy. But, on the other hand, a very large
number of well-observed facts would be needed to
prove any article to be a real preventive, because so
few of those who are bitten by dogs supposed to be
mad have the disease, whatever be the treatment. It
is from a disregard of the principles which I have
indicated that so many preventives of this malady
have been successively adopted and discarded by the
public. If there really be any preventive, there has
as yet been no observation of such a character as
could establish its claims.

Let the believer in Homceopathy apply these plain
principles in his observation of disease, and he will
find that much doubt will at once be thrown over the
results which are claimed to be effected by the infini-
tesimal globules; and he will be convinced that an
accurate sifting of evidence is necessary to determine
whether any, and if any how many, of the apparent
cures of Homceopathy are anything more than apparent.
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But the advocate of Homaopathy will say that he
does not judge from single cases; but that he has
seen much of Homeopathic practice in his own and
in other families, and compared it in relation to its
results with Allopathic practice. But is he sure that
his experience has been of such a range and of such
a character, as to warrant his conclusions? I would
suggest the propriety of a little caution on this point ;
for 1 have often known such conclusions, though very
firmly adopted, to be given up from after experience,
and similar conclusions to be as firmly adopted in
their stead, in regard to some other mode of practice.
Besides, the advocates of all the various systems of
practice, and of all the numberless quack remedies,
found their conclusions as to the success of their
favorite remedy or system upon the same kind of ex-
perience. Each thinks all the rest to be mistaken,
and perhaps pities their credulity, and dreams not
that he commits an error precisely like theirs in his
reliance upon the post hoc propter hoc mode of reason-
ing The same is true to some extent also, of those
physicians who have been the warm advocates of any
one mode or system of practice to the exclusion of
others. Each founds his preference upon experience—
upon what he has seen of the results of different
modes of practice. But all of these exclusive systems
have, one after another, passed away; because a
wider, more varied, and more prolonged experience,
has shown the conclusions of their advocates to be
false. All this ought surely to teach the Homceopa-

5-‘&-
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thist some caution in making inferences from an ex-
perience of so narrow a range, as that which only a
few families can furnish.

But it is said further, that many Homeeopathic phy-
sicians once practised Allopathy; and that their
testimony is very decided as to the comparative success
of the two modes. Even allowing the conversion in
every case to have been a rational one, produced by
an honest and intelligent examination of evidence, and
not one which resulted at all from pecuniary conside- .
rations, I think their testimony is not to be received
implicitly, and without some questioning on our part.
From what, [ ask, have they been converted ? From
Allopathy, you say. But what is Allopathy ? Is it
one thing—one mode—one system ? By no means.
This term is applied to all kinds of practice pursued
by all regular physicians. It is a very extended, and
a very diversified combination. It includes much
that is good, and much that is bad. And thé practi-
tioners of this Allopathy are, some of them, bad
practitioners.  Suppose now that the converts to
Homceopathy are from this class, and not from among
the judicious practitioners. If this be the case, then
their testimony to the greater success of Homceopa-
thic practice is good for nothing in regard to the ques-
tion, whether a judicious Allopathy is less successful
than Homceopathy. It only shows that Homcaeopathy
is better than bad Allopathy. And this is undoubt-
edly true; for doing nothing in the treatment of
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disease, is beller than doing badly can be in any
form.

I wish not to speak harshly of Homeeopathie physi-
cians; but truth obliges me to say, that so far as I
know, those regular physicians who have become Ho-
mceopathists, did not bear the character of judicious
practitioners previous to their conversion. And they
are doing less harm now with their sins of omission,
than they would have done if they had continued their
sins of commission in their undiscriminating over-
dosing. Their testimony on that particular point can
be taken ; but when they testify in regard to that of
which they have had no experience, a judicious Allo-
pathy, their testimony is clearly not admissible.*

Besides, Homeeopathy, that is, true, consistent Ho-
mceopathy, is not really put to a full test in the ordi-
nary practice of its advocates, To make a fair trial
of it, there should be a strict adherence to the prinei-
ples of the system. There should be no mixing of

* Much boasting has been made by Homeeopathists recently over the
conversion of a French physician, M. Tessier, to the infinitesimal prac-
tice. Taking his own acecount of the matter, it is quite clear that his
eonversion is a very fortunate event for his patients. His was certainly
bad Allopathy. He was a perfect Sangrado. How many times it was
common for him to bleed in pneumonia, (the disease in regard to which
he testifies,) he does not inform us; but he speaks, in his account of the
experiments which led to his conversion, of his * diminishing the bleed-
ings by one, by two, by three, by four,” successively, introducing in
placg thereof the Homeopathic remedies. It is no wonder that he found
Homeopathy more successful than such Allopathy as he practised. M.
Tessier in his conversion ceased to exhaust and kill his patients by pro-
fuse bleeding; he thinks that he saved them by infinitesimal globules,
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practice—no resorting, either opemiy or by stealth, to
common doses, nor to other Allopathic measures, when
the infinitesimals fail, or when the physician fears to
trust them, on account of the violence of the disease.
Now Homceopathy is ordinarily put to no such test as
this. _ There is evidence in abundance that Homeeo-
pathists often resort to the Allopathic practice which
they so much condemn* They have always used

* Of the many facts in proof of this, which have come to my know-
ledge, I will mention but two. i

A box, which wae evidently the property of some Homeopathic
doctor, was picked up in New York, and was put into the hands of Dr.
James Stewart. It contains sixty-four phials. Most of these are filled
with little sugar pellets, and are labelled in the usual Homeeopathic
style. There are some eight or ten, however, that are not thus labellec.
These contain calomel, morphine, Tartar Emetic, &c., in the usuval form
and strength of Allopathists, the names being marked on the under side
of the corks, so that they might be concealed from the eye of any over-
curious patient who might look into the box. The design of all this is
so obvious, that it needs no remark. The owner of the box has never
claimed his property, although it has been very effectually advertised
by being made the subject of an article in a New York Journal.

A gentleman who was suffering severely from neuralgia, was induced
by his friend to dismiss his regular physician, and to place himself in
the hands of a prominent Homeopathic doctor in one of our cities: As
the opiates upon which he had relied to obtain relief to his pain were
discontinued, his sufferings became intense. He insisted upon having
something to relieve him; but the doctor refused, because he did not
believe in palliatives, and wished, as he said, to strike at the root of the
difficulty. On being told, bowever, by the patient, that he -should go
back to Allopathy, if he did not give him relief; he left three powders,
which were “excessively bitter, more so,”” he says, “than anything I
ever tasted.”” No relief came. The next day the doctor said—*the
powders I left yesterday were not strong enough—1I will fix you to-day,”
and he left three more powders. After taking the last one, the patient
soon became eonvnle d then deranged, and he barely escaped death.
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ordinary doses in some cases ; and now it has become
so common to do so, that they are openly shifting
their ground, and many, perhaps we may say most of
them, allow of the use of all kinds of doses. Some,
like Professor Henderson, admit in some cases even
such Allopathic measures as bleeding. The result of
all this is, that the artful Homceopathic physician is
enabled to secure all the benefit which accrues from
the popularity of the prevalent delusion, and at
the same time escapes the sad results which would
occasionally follow a strict adherence to the principles
which he so stoutly, but so dishonestly advocates.
The ordinary testing of Homceopathy is deficient in
still another respect. The Homceopathic physician, if
he adhere with any degree of strictness to his infini-
tesimals, never has, at least for any length of time, a
practice of such a character as the Allopathic physi-
cian has—viz. ; a steady family practice, remaining
very much the same from year to year. His practice
is more changeable than that of the Allopath. Though
some families, in whose circle no untoward event has
chanced to occur, may adhere to him steadily, he has

The medicine was undoubtedly strychnine. And this enormous over-
dosing was done by a man who has been known to send corks from his
phials to a patient to smell of to cure her dizease.

It is often said by those who conclude to #ry Homwmopathy,that it can
at least dono harm. But to say nothing of the valuable time often lost
in this miserable trifling, the patient knows not but that he may be
cheated into dangerous medication, as was done in the case just cited,
and in that of the Duke de Canizarro, who died a martyr to his confi-
dence in Homeopathic honesty.
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for the most part a very variable set of employers. He
has, too, a much larger proportion of chronic cases than
the Allopathic physician. People are not so ready to
trust him in acute, as they are in chronic diseases.
Now, to many of the chronic patients under his care,
it would be injurious to take much medicine, and glo-
bules ¢ potentized” by their imaginations, coupled
with the confident promise of a certain, though gra-
dual cure, are ordinarily the best medicines for them.
Many of this class of patients are always getting
better, but never get well ; and such, though certainly
not very bright trophies of Homceopathy in the eyes
of bystanders, are among the staunchest advocates of
the system.* The facts above referred to, I may
remark in passing, show why it is that Homceeopathy
is most rife in large communities, especially in cities.
It cannot ordinarily live long in small places, because
it cannot find there successive sets of believers, as it
can in large communities,

The remarks which I have made in regard to the
general character of the practice of Homceopathie phy-
sicians, are well illustrated by a detail of cases given
by Professor Henderson. These cases are one hun-
dred and twenty-two in number, taken from both
private and dispensary practice. They occurred, as I
see by the dates, during a period of eighteen months.

#* A clerical friend who has seen much of Hummnp-a‘thic practice
says, that he never knew one of all the multitude of enthusiastic lady
Homeopathists that was not always ailing and always taking pellets
This 1 suspect is true everywhere,
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¢ The whole narrative of cases,” he says, ¢ is but the
transcript of notes of general practice,” and ‘¢ will
afford a tolerable specimen of what my own practice
has presented me on the subject.” He gives us to
understand that he has made no selection from his
cases suggested by the effects of treatment; but has
presented all those of which he took notes at the time
of their occurrence, with the exception of * cases so
unimportant, that a detail of the speedily successful
issue of them could not bear upon the question at
issue, unless hundreds of them had been collected.”
He leaves out also, I find, cases of consumption and
of fixed organic disease. ** The cases recorded,” Pro-
fessor Henderson says, ‘ constitute, I believe, searcely
a fifth of those which I have treated Homaeopathi-
cally.” The whole number thus treated by him was
therefore about six hundred.

About three-fourths of the one hundred and twenty-
two cases described in his narrative, are cases of
chronic diseases. All cases of consumption and orga-
nic disease being excluded, this is a very large pro-
portion of chronic cases of other kinds—vastly larger
than would be found in any fair representation of the
““ general practice” of Allopathic physicians., Most of
the thirty or thirty-five acule cases narrated by Dr.
Henderson are really not af all severe, and, as Dr.
Forbes says, ‘“every physician of experience would
have expected them to get well under any treat-
ment.” They are certainly so ‘ unimportant’” that
his own rule should have excluded them. Of the
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remainder of the acute cases, two are cases of lung
fever—a small number of patients with this disease,
surely, in a practice including six hundred cases
And there are no cases of fever, pleurisy, acute inflam-
mation of the bowels, colic, and many other diseases,
which are met with so frequently by Allopathic physi-
cians, and which would be recorded by them in a
‘transcript of notes of general practice.” It is
remarkable also that there are only five cases recorded
of disease in very young children; and of these one
is a case of chronic eruption, and another is one in
which Allopathic treatment had been pursued, and
death was at hand when Dr. Henderson was called,
so thatthe only gave a little medicine in compliance
with the importunities of the mother, and without
any effect. So then, Dr. Henderson in his * Notes of
a general practice,” extending over a period of a year
and a half, and embracing about six hundred cases,
finds among the one hundred and twenty-two cases
worthy of record only #/iree cases of acute disease in
young children which were important enough to be
noted down. And yet, in the practice of every Allopa-
thic physician, a very large proportion of his patients
are young children ; and if he were to note down, as
Professor Henderson did, one of every five of his cases,
in order to test the efficacy of any mode of practice in
its general application, very many of his cases would
be drawn from this class of patients.

If then Dr. Henderson has given in his narrative of
cases a fair and candid representation of his practice
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as a Homceopathic physician, as I believe he has, at
least, so far as it can be done by one who is committed
to a ¢ foregone conclusion,” it is obvious that his prac-
tice embraces a much larger proportion both of mild
cases, and of chronic ones, than that of most Allopa-

thic physicians. And this is true of Homceopathists
! generally. It is evident, therefore, that Homceeopathy
is subjected to no such thorough testing in daily prac-
tice as Allopathy is. It does not ordinarily have to
grapple with cases of every variety, and of every de-
gree of severity. Indeed, it is very common for fami-
lies, while they trust to Homceopathy in all mild
cases, to reserve to themselves the right to fall back
upon Allopathy, and even Allopathic physicians,
whenever disease assumes at all a grave aspect. And
I cannot forbear remarking here, that such families
sometimes find to their sorrow that they have relied
upon the tiny dosing too long. They forget that disease
sometimes appears mild to the non-professional and
unskilled observer, while it may be in reality of the
gravest character. Some sad cases might be cited in
illustration, but it is not necessary.

But again, it is said that statistics show very
clearly that Homceopathic practice is much more suc-
cessful than any form of Allopathic practice. But
are these statistics, I ask, to be received as being of
course correct and true? The value of statisties, and
especially when they relate to therapeutics, depends
upon the principles on which they are collected, and
the mental and moral character of him who collects
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them. It is often said that * figures cannot lie;” but
the annals both of quackery and of medicine show,
that false statements can be made as easily in figures
as they can be in words. Thorough, impartial obser-
vation is not a very common thing in medicine. That
the observer may be impartial, he must not only have
a strict veracity, but he must be bound to no theory
nor system—he must be committed to no * foregone
conclusion.” This is especially true of therapeutical
facts, because they are so multiform, and because as
you have seen, they result from so many combined
agencies. And for the same reasons bare statistics in
therapeutics, even though they are collected in good
faith, are of little value, although it is quite fashion-
able just now to rely upon them even among medical
men. But if statistics are based upon a minute record
of individual cases, and are gathered by competent
and faithful observers, they are among the most valua-
ble sources of knowledge in the treatment of disease.

If the statistics of Homoeopathy be tested by the
principles which I have indicated, they will be found
wanting in those qualities which command our confi-
dence. We will take for example its statistics of
cholera. It was stated, after the first visitation of this
disease in Europe, as the grand result of these statisties,
that while the average mortality under the‘¢ regular”
treatment was about forty-nine in one hundred, under
Homceopathic treatment it was only about six in one
hundred. This, you will observe, is an enormous differ-
ence. If the statement was really true, it is wonder-
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ful that the Homeeopathic treatment of this disease
has not been adopted by this time all over the world.
It would have been, if the statement had been be-
lieved. But it has not been believed.

Let us see now whether physicians and the commu-
nity generally have withheld their belief for good
reasons ; or, as has been asserted by Homceopathists,
from a wilful and wicked obstinacy. These statistics,
it is to be observed, are, for the most part at least,
bare statistics, unaccompanied with any details of
cases. They are made by men who are committed to
a theory and to a system of practice, and who show,
by their * provings’” and their records of cases, that
they cannot bhe relied upon as accurate observers.
They proclaim, too, their statistics too much in the
advertising style of quackery. This at least brings
suspicion upon them ; and then, sometimes, even the
published statements of Homceopathic physicians in
regard to their success, have been proved to be false.
And besides, Homceopathists give us no definite state-
ment of the principles on which their statisties in the
cholera are collected.

This last point ix one of great importance. When
the cholera prevails, there are great numbers of cases
of diarrheea having such a proclivity to cholera, that
we term the complaint cholerine. Some of these
cases end in real cholera, Others result in rather
doubtful half-formed cases of the disease. But the
great majority of them never are anything but cases of
diarrhcea. Now the physician, who sets down in his
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statistics only undoubted cases, will make ont differ-
ent statistics altogether from thosc of the physician
who includes the half-formed cases, and very widely
different from those of the physician who reckons all
cases of mere cholerine as true cases of cholera, and
who thus makes out a large story of his success to
appeal to the public credulity.

Homceopathists are not the only physicians who
have made out large statistics of the cholera. The
Eclectic physicians, as they style themselves, made
some reports at a meeting of their National Associa-
tion in Cincinnati, which even go beyond the stafistics
of Homceopathy. One physician, for example, reports
five deaths in one hundred and fifty cases of cholera ;
another only three deaths in one hundred and fifty
cases—another, but four deaths in seven hundred
cases of all diseases—another, but two deaths in five
hundred cases of all diseases, ete. I leave it to the
Eclectics and the Homceopaths to settle their differ-
ences between themselves. Neither party, probably,
believe the statistics of the other, while the commu-
nity at large very generally disbelieve the statistics
of both.

The same remarks substantially could be made in
regard to all the other statistics of Homceopathy.
They could be shown to be quite as unworthy of con-
fidence as those which relate to the cholera. But it is
not necessary. The cholera statistics, of which so
much boast has been made, illustrate sufficiently the
glaring defects, which mark all the statistics that are
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relied upon to prove the success of Homeeopathic prac-
tice. _
In this connection, I remark, that some of the
popular ideas in regard to observation are very errone-
ous. Observation is considered a very easy work.
It is only to see and hear, and that, it is supposed,
can be done correctly by any one. But reasoning, on
the other hand, is deemed to be difficult, and to
require talent and skill to do it well. To say nothing
here of the impropriety of this distinction so com-
monly made between observation and reasoning, if
may be remarked, that in scientific investigation, the
power of reasoning well is absolutely essential to
good observation. If reason does not guide the ob-
server, not only will his observations be confused and
irrelevant, but the merest fancies will be mingled with
them. The saying of Solomon, that ¢ The wise man’s
eyes are in his head,” is as true in science as it is in
morals,

There has been quite as much poor observation in the
world as poor reasoning. Good observers are of great
value in science. They make all the discoveries.
They relieve science of the rubbish with which theo-
rizing observers, so often and so falsely called great
reasoners, have encumbered it. In therapeuties,
where there is so much liability to error, the difference
between poor and good observation is more manifest
than in relation to any other subject in the wide range
of science. It is particularly true in medicine, both
of professional and non-professional observation, that
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there is a great difference in the value of testimony
coming from different witnesses, even when they tes-
tify simply in regard to what they have seen. It is
said by some satirist—

Optics sharp, it needs I ween,
To see what is not to be seen.

Yet this has often been done in medicine by many
Allopathists ; but more, abundantly more, by Homceo-
pathists.

Let me illustrate in a very familiar manner the
errors of observation to which I refer.

The descriptions given by non-professional ohservers
of their personal experience, of what they have them-
selves felt, and seen, and heard, are often not only
absurd, but laughable. A woman who had suffered
from an iuflammation in the foot, in describing her
case, told me that she saw the inflammation move
slowly down to the great toe, and then when it left
the toe, it popped like a pistol. The reader of course
does not believe the woman’s statement. But why
not ? She testified to what, as she believed, she
actually saw and heard, and she was honest, and
had eyes and ears capable in themselves of seeing and
hearing correctly. You say that what she stated is
impossible, and that she must have imagined it all.
True ; and so do other observers, both ecommon and
professional, imagine that they see and hear, and their
imaginings are often recorded as accurate observa-
tions. As the experience of the good woman corres-

£ ]
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ponded with her notions, that is her theories, of dis-
ease, so is it with the false observations of more
scientific theorizers. And though her experience was
not only an impossibility, but a laughable one, it is
on the face of it no more so than the experience of
Hahnemann, when he describes a grotesque multitude
of symptoms as produced by a decillionth of a grain
of oystershell or common salt, or even by a single snift
from a phial containing a solitary infinitesimal globule.
When he seriously notes down as the effects of some
medicine such things as these—an itching, tickling sen-
sation at the owfer edge of the palm of the left hand,
creeping in the upper lip and in the poiné of the nose,
twitching in the cartilage of the ear, he winks, etc.—
he forfeits his claim to our confidence in him as an
observer, as really as the woman did, when she said
that she saw the inflammation move down, and that
when it went off she heard it pop like a pistol. The
whole fifteen octavo volumes of Homceopathic prov-
ings are no more reliable than her statement, absurd
as 1t is; and we are fully warranted in saying, that
those who made these provings, and those who believe
in them, and use them as guides in their practice,
transgressing, as they do, the plainest rules of evi-
dence, are not to be implicitly relied upon, even when
they make statements in regard to what they have
seen and heard.

Homeeopathists complain that physicians are unwil-
ling to apply to the claims of Homceopathy the test
of their own experience. Professor Henderson says,
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that if they could be brought to do this, it would ensure
its ¢ universal adoption,” because ¢ for a rational man
to try Homceopathy is tantamount to his conversion.”
But is this personal experience necessary? Must we go
through with the provings upon ourselves, and observe
the symptoms of the sick under the use of the glo-
bules, before we can decide whether Homceopathy be
true? How is it with other doctrines? Do we feel
obliged to test them all by our own experience? Can
we not sometimes—do we not, and very properly,
judge of the truth or falsity of a doctrine by other
circumstances—the general character of those who
believe it, the relations which it bears to known and
long-established truths, and the character of the obser-
vations and reasonings by which it is attempted to be
sustained ? 1n this way we often see enough at the
very threshold of an investigation to satisfy us with-
out going any farther. Especially is this true when
many minds have been engaged in developing and
defending the doctrine, and in collecting and arrang-
ing the alleged facts upon which it is based. If in
such a case, we find at the outset nothing but a mix-
ture of inconsistent statements and loose analogies,
we justly view it as a waste of time to put the new
doctrine to the test of our own experience. Whether
this conclusion be a correct one in regard to the doc-
trine called Homceopathy, the reader can judge from
the exposition and examination of it which I have
nade in this essay.

But although the bare exposition of Homceopathy, -
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as it is presented to us by its advocates, is amply suffi-
cient to show that it is false, and therefore the test of
personal experience is wholly unnecessary, yet this
test has been applied by Allopathists again and again.
This has been done, both in regard to its provings and
its treatment of the sick, by physicians of no doubtful
character, as to their veracity and their competency as
observers.

It is not my intention to introduce here all the evi-
dence which I have been able to collect. A few
examples only will be sufficient.

Many physicians have ¢ proved” Cinchona or Peru-
vian bark ; and though this, as the reader will remem-
ber, is the article whose effects are said to have given
to Hahnemann the first idea of the great central doc-
trine of his system, they have not found that it has
produced the symptoms aseribed to it by him. It
seems to have no ¢ affinity” for those who are not
diseased with the Hahnemannic mania. M. Double,
a physician of the highest character in Paris, as long
ago as 1801, before he had heard of Homceopathy,
experimented with some friends to ascertain the eftects
of Cinchona. They took it in all kinds of doses for
four months, but none of them had any * totality”
of symptoms similar to that which is presented in in-
termittent fever. And M. Bonnet, President of the
Royal Society of Medicine, of Bourdeaux, observed
that soldiers who took Cinchona as a preventive of
disease, never experienced those effects, which Ho-
mceopathists, committed to a ¢ foregone conclusion,”

6
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so uniformly experience on taking it in their * prov-
ings.” M, Andral, one of the best practical observers
in medicine that France has produced, experimented
in connection with several persons in health with Cin-
chona, Aconite, etc., during the space of a whole year,
and the provings of Homceopathists were not verified
by these trials in the slightest degree. In 1835, the
following proposition was made to the most prominent
Homeeopathist in Paris, viz.—that he should select
ten remedies and prepare them himself, and that one
of these, chosen by lot, should be administered to him,
and then that he should afterward, at such time as
pleased him, come forward and state which of the ten
substances he had taken. He was not willing to try
the experiment. And yet no one can say that this
would not be a perfectly fair mode of testing the prov-
ings.

Of the trials of Homaopathic remedies upon the
sick, I shall only notice that very thorough and long-
continued one which was made by Andral. This
““eminent and very enlightened Allopathist,” as the
Homceopathic Examiner once called him, made this
statement in 1835, to the Academy of Medicine. I
have submitted this doctrine to experiment; I can
reckon at this time from one hundred and thirty to
one hundred and forty cases recorded with perfect
fairness in a great hospifal, under the eye of numerous
witnesses; to avoid every objection, I obtained my
remedies of M. Gruibourt, who keeps a Homceopathie
pharmacy, and whose strict exactness is well known ;
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the regimen has been scrupulously observed, and I
obtained from the sisters attached to the hospital, a
special regimen, such as Hahnemann orders. I was
told, however, some months since, that I had not been
faithful to all the rules of the doctrine. 1 therefore
took the trouble to begin again; I have studied the
practice of the Parisian Homceopathists, as I had
studied their books, and I became convinced that they
treated their patients as I had treated mine; and I
affirm that I have been as rigorously exact as any
other person.” Though these trials were made with
such boasted articles as Cinchona, Aconite, Bella-
donna, etc., yet Andral says that he could not see that
they produced any effect. He administered Aconite
in more than forty cases marked by those feverish
symptoms which, according to Homceopathists, it so
uniformly removes; but he could not perceive the
slightest effect upon the pulse or upon the tempera-
ture of the skin in any of these cases.

¢ These statements look pretty honest,” as Dr.
Holmes says ; and, ﬂnmihg from a man so eminently
““rational” as Andral is, they show that Professor
Henderson, was somewhat in error in saying, that
“ for a rational man to try Homceopathy is tanta-
mount to his conversion.”



CHAPTER VI.
ESTIMATE OF HAHNEMANN,

Havine examined the system of doctrine and prae-
tice put forth by Hahnemann, it will be interesting to
look at the character of its author,

Hahnemann cannot be said to be an impostor in the
strictest sense of that word. He was for the most
part undoubtedly sincere in his belief.* Ile may have
had occasionally some faltering of his faith ; but gene-
rally it was firm and enthusiastic. He became an
errorist just as multitudes before him had done. He
narrowed his views down to a certain set of facts, of
which he fancied that he had discovered the explana-
tion. And the more he thought, the more did the sub-
ject grow in his mind. The result was, that this
explanation, this theory, became to him the sun of his

* In saying that Hahnemann was for the most part sincere in the
belief of his doctrines, I must not be understood to mean that he was
an honest man. His selling common berax as a newly discovered salt
for a louis d’or per ounce, of which sin there is no evidence that ever he
repented, shows that morally he was a cheat. But this is not at allin-
consistent with his cheating himself into a sincere belief of the delusions
which his busy faney had conjured up in his mind.

L
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system. It was the only true light, and it made
everything clear to his vision. The spirit of delusion
was now fully upon him, and it blinded him to all
facts which were plainly inconsistent with his all-
absorbing idea. The thought too, that he had made
a great discovery, intoxicated him. He was a medical
fanatic. He was the victim of what might be termed
a scientific insanity ; and he went on from one delu-
sion to another, till at length no absurdity was too
monstrous for his belief.. His psoric theory, the climax
of all medical absurdities, shows a height of delusion
which has seldom been reached by the human mind.

It is interesting and instructive to watch the move-
ments of a mind of which the spirit of delusion has
taken possession. It is not a mind, you will observe,

that is simply in error from partial views and hasty
inferences, This latter is a state from which the

mind can recover. But not so with the condition of
mind to which I refer. In this case there is a radical
defect—a mental disease, from which there can be no
recovery except by a thorough change of the mental
habits. Not even the casting out of cherished errors
will do it. This would be only cutting off the
branches, while the root and body of the evil re-
mained to put forth other, and perhaps stronger,
branches in their place. The admission of one fal-
lacy, if the mind become enamored with it, prepares
for the admission of other fallacies. And as the
power of estimating the value of evidence becomes
more and more impaired, each fallacy is commonly
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more gross than the one which preceded it. Thus it
was with the mind of Hahnemann. Once in the
power of the spirit of delusion, it became after a little
time ready for the reception of all kinds of error. To
his own medical errors Hahnemann added a belief to
the full in mesmerism* and clairvoyance, with all
their mummeries and juggleries ; and if he were living
at this day, such impostures as Davis’ revelations
would have received his implicit confidence, and even
that grossest of all delusions, the pretended commu-
nication with the spiritual world by ¢ reppings,”
would have been believed as readily as the efficacy of
infinitesimal globules.

One of the peculiarities in the workings of Hahne-
mann’s mind is very remarkable. I refer to his com-
ing to the most stupendous conclusions without
seeming to note or even to know when and how he
did it. Most discoverers of great truths tell us, and
very minutely, by what processes of observation and
reasoning they made their discoveries. But Hahne-
mann announces what he claims to be discoveries,
and those too of the most astounding character ; and
yet he informs us of the manner in which his mind
was led on to its conclusions, only in relation to a sin-
gle one of them, viz.—the doctrine, similia similibus
curantur, The doctrine of the efficacy of infinitesi-
mal doses, which, if it be true, is one of the most
wonderful truths which was ever discovered, was first
announced, as I have already stated, in a note, and

See Organon, p. 294 and 303, and Materia Medica Pura, vol i. p 21.
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that only incidentally ; and we are no where informed
at what time and under what circumstances the ¢ dis-
covery’ was made. One would suppose that a dis-
covery which makes a grain of any medicine sufficient
to supply all the inhabitants of the earth centuries,
nay, ages upon ages, with all the doses which they
would need of that article, would have a date in the
mind of its discoverer, and would be reckoned as an
era in medicine ; and that the eircumstances which
led to its discovery would be minutely detfailed in
every notice of it. But no. So stilly did the moun-
tain-mind of Hahnemann bring forth this * ridiculus
mus,” as it has shown itself to be, that no record
seems to have been made of the period of its birth.

All theorizers have been disposed to fix upon some
one doctrine or principle as the centre of a system.
To the speculative mind there is a fascination in the
idea of discovering a single key to the explanation of
a wide range of phenomena. Hence we have the
archeus of Van Helmont, the anima of Stahl, the
excitability of Brown, the gastro-enterite of Broussais,
the wunity of diseuse of Rush, and a multitude of
favorite doctrines that have had their day in the medi-
cal world. So too, Samuel Thompson was governed
by the same disposition, when he adopted as the
centre of his system the doctrine, that heat is life,
and Samuel Hahnemann, when he fancied that in
similia similibus curantur he had found the magic
key which would unlock all the secrets of therapeu-
tics.
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The folly of Homceopathy is preéminently a ¢ folly
in wisdom hatch’d.” Hahnemann was in some senses
a wise man, though not in the best sense in which
that word is used. He had some talent, though by
no means of a high order. His ingenuity was fruit-
ful ; but it was so blind, that he could never avoid
exposing the weak points of his argument, and he was
constantly stumbling, without knowing it, over the
grossest inconsistencies. He had no true scientific
acumen. He analyzed mnothing with any discrimina-
tion. Ie was incapable of detecting a fallacy, and
the loosest analogies were to him sound arguments.

Professor Henderson in apologizing for his errors,
which he seems to think are quite trivial, speaks of
him as belonging to a class of men who have an
“ ardent genius,” and who * do not always wait for
the tardy steps of induction ; but as the history of
almost all the great discoveries, as well as of the
great errors of genius, declares, grasp by anticipation
at conclusions which future experience is left to con-
firm or annul.” But Henderson in his blind admira-
tion entirely mistakes the character of Hahnemann’s
mind. It had none of the attributes of the discoverer.
Free to suppose. it could never prove. It could dream,
and it believed its dreams to be realities. If it antici-
pated in its dreams what experience would afterward
“ confirm,” it would be only by stumbling upon it by
mere chance.

No discoverer ever had such a mind as Hahne-
mann’s. Newton, with whom Hahnemann is often
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compared by his admirers, had a mind of an entirely
different cast. Hahnemann dreamed, but Newton
thought. Both supposed ; but Hahnemann called his
suppositions facts, while Newton ‘‘waited for the
tardy steps of induction” to test his suppositions.
] shall not mingle conjectures with certainties,”
said Newton ; but Hahnemann did nothing but con-
jecture, and deemed all his conjectures to be certain-
ties. ¢ The tardy steps of induction,” Hahnemann
never trod. Yet they are steps which are absolutely
necessary to the establishment of any important truth.
If Hahnemann has really discovered any such truths,
he has done it by a process different from that of all
other discoverers.

Place Hahnemann then, if you will, among the
theorizers of ‘‘ ardent genius” that have from time to
time made the world to wonder; but insult not science
by ranking him among the noble discoverers of her
hidden treasures. He only had visions of imaginary
treasures, and lived in his visions as if they were
realities. He was but a wild dreamer in science.
And when he began to dream there was no limit to
the illusions with which he was enchanted. Farther
and farther did he depart from the truth. More and
more erratic and absurd were his vagaries. A long
life did he live, and he filled up the measure of his
folly by that most absurd of all human conceptions,
the psoric theory.

Talent and learning may serve either wisdom or

folly. When they serve wisdom, it is a * reasonable
G-!{-
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service ;> but when folly, they perform a slavish
service, and that abundantly and unremittingly. And
though folly never appears so ridiculous as when thus
attended, never is it so insensible to its real position—
never is it so blind to the truth, and ‘so obstinate in
pursuing its purpose. The folly of an ignorant man
may be removed by enlightening his ignorance;
but a ¢ wit turned fool” is seldom converted from his
folly. Once set out in his career of delusion, though
he be the laughing-stock of all sensible people, as he
so proudly displays the ingeniously-wrought, but
flimsy gewgaws with which he is be-decked, he is
never awakened to a conviction of his folly, but keeps
on in his career to the end. Thus was it with Hahne-
mann, who may justly be termed the prince of scien-
tific fools, as Paracelsus was the prince of quacks.
The character of Hahnemann is impressed to a
oreat extent upon his followers. Minds of a particu-
Jar cast have been attracted by the Homceopathie
delusion, and they have imbibed most fully the spirit
of their great exemplar. They are not minds which
have ¢ the calm and cautious spirit of philosophy” so
falsely claimed for Hahnemann by Mr. Marmaduke
Sampson. The advocates of Homceopathy, like its
author, are dreamers, and not thinkers. Among them
all there is not to be found one that can be called an
accurate, reliable observer, and a sound recasoner.
The literature of Homceopathy, therefore, is made up
of flimsy reasonings and loose analogies. Most of it
has not even the merit of ingenuity. Even those
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works which are at all ingenious, present us with an
abundance of glaring inconsistencies and ridiculous
trivialities. Sampson exhibits more talent than any
other author on Homcopathy that I have consulted ;
and yet his book so far from being marked with ¢ the
calm and cautious spirit of philosophy,” is a tissue of
misrepresentations and fallacies. Joslin’s book cer-
tainly shows some smartness; but every page con-
tains evidences of his utter want of a discriminating
judgment, and of plain common sense. And as to
the common herd of Homceopathic writers, the talent
which they exhibit, like their doses, is very dilute and
infinitesimal in amount. The whole field of Homceo-
pathic literature is a barren waste, covered with a
dry and stinted vegetation, with here and there a
flaunting but fruitless flower.*

The manner in which Homeopathy has been
treated by the medical profession, has been the subject
of severe comment on the part of Hahnemann’s
followers. That its reception has not been at all flat-
tering, 1s universally acknowledged. It has been
adopted by an exceedingly small fraction of the pro-

* Most of the eontroversial literature of Homeopathy is really con-
temptible. I refer the reader to Dr. Wesselhoeit’s letters in reply to Dr.
Holmes’ eapital lectures on Homaopathy and its kindred delusions, as
an example. This pamphlet of fifty pages is vapid and irrelevant
throughout, and not a page of it merits the name of a reply. It cer-
tainly must tax the patience of “the benevolent reader,” to whom he
dedicates it, to read it throungh. If I understand the application of the
motto on his title pase—Many are called but few are chosen; it is ridi-
culously impudent as well as shockingly profane.
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fession—so small, that as a body they may be fairly
said to reject it. And of this fraction only a very
few are above mediocrity in point of talent, and these
have that peculiar cast of mind which renders them
prone to delusion. In our own country it is very well
known that no physician of any commanding influ-
ence has been converted to Homceopathy, although
Sampson says that, ¢ the theatre of its widest recep-
tion is found to be amongst the shrewdest, the most
practical, and, on other than national points, the least
prejudiced people upon earth—the inhabitants of the
United States.”® And in Great Britain, I believe the

* It is a little amusing to see ho:v American Homeeopathists boast
of the success of their system in Europe; and then again, how Euro-
pean Homeopathists proclaim, on their side of the water, its triumphs
in this country. These references to places at a distance are guite con-
venient sometimes. False statements about matters at home are too
easily corrected to be made available. Homeopathists seem to be
aware of this. Their large stories about the rapid advances of Hahne-
mannism, generally refer fo distant places or other countries. It takes
some time and costs some trouble therefore, to prove their falsity. But
it has been done in many cases, and I will give a single example. The
following announcement was made in a French journal—* By a decree
of October, 1841, the Emperor of Austria has created a chair of Ho-
meeopathy in the faculty of ‘."iialrma; named M.M. Worm and Nerbar,
professors, and appropriated one hundred beds in the St. Elizabeth
Hospital for the Homaopathic treatment of diseases, under the superin-
tendence of Dr. Levy.” One would hardly think that so circumstan-
tial a statement would be made if it were not true. Buat it turns out to
be untrue in every particular. Dr. Sigmund, a distinguished physician
of Vienna, who was sent by his government to France to study the
organization of the medical profession in that country, on seeing the
above statement, published a contradiction of it, in which he says—
It has never been proposed to ereate a chair of Homeeopathy in the



ESTIMATE OF HAHNEMANN. 127

only Allopathic physician of any pretensions to emi-
nence, that has become a Homcopathist, is Dr. Hen-
derson, and he has so great a mental obliquity, that
he apologizes laboriously for Hahnemann’s psoric
theory, and shows that he well nigh believes it.

And in Germany also, the land of its birth, Homaeo-
pathy has made but few converts from the ranks of
the profession. In 1835, when it was much more flour-
ishing in that country than it now is, at a meeting of
physicians numbering over six hundred, Homaopathy,
on being introduced to their notice by some member,
was at once scouted as unworthy of a moment’s atten-
tion.

Homceopathy has been fairly before medical men
for fifty years; and the profession has passed its ver-
diet upon it in the most deliberate and positive man-
ner. Some are disposed to think that this verdiet is
good for nothing, and openly charge medical men, as
a body, with a wilful blindness to the truth of
Homaeopathy. If this charge be well founded, the
medical profession are governed in relation to this doc-
trine by a spirit altogether different from that which
they have manifested towards all other new doctrines
and opinions. Look over the whole history of medi-

faculty of Vienna; neither have the government enacted an order to
create a clinique of this kind. The hospital mentioned is one closed to
students and strangers; a distinct foundation, served by the sisters of
St. Elizabeth. and the physician of which is one of our brethren, Dr.
Weninger, who has never practiced Homeopathy. M.M. Worm, Ner-
bar, and Levy, are entirely unknown in Vienna.”
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cine, and observe the course which the profession have
pursued in regard to the numberless doctrines and
theories which have arisen from time to time. As
they have passed away one after another, they have
been examined and sifted by medical men, and while
much has been rejected, much has been retained and
added to the permanent treasures of our science. And
you cannot adduce a single instance, in which any-
thing that time has shown to be valuable, has not in
a very short period gained a strong hold upon the pro-
fessional mind, however great might be the opposition
to it at its first promulgation. If Homceopathy be
truly valuable, it is the first thing of this character
which has failed to be thus established among medical
men. It is a single solitary exception, showing an
irrational obstinacy which the profession have cer-
tainly not been wont to manifest.*

The first reception of a doctrine does not at all
indicate its value. Some groundless doctrines have
had a wide popularity at the outset in the profession ;
while others which are founded in truth have been
comparatively slow in becoming established. The
true and rational judgment of the profession in regard
to any doctrine cannot be obtained at once. Minds in
every quarter and of every cast must scrutinize the
evidences on which it is based. We must wait a lit-

# The assertion so often and so boldly made by Homaopathists, that
the profession rejected the discoveries of Harvey and Jenner, just as
they now reject Homeeopathy, is utterly false. See * Medical Delu-
sions,” p. 77.
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tle, and at length a reliable verdict is rendered. If there
be any truth in the doctrine, whatever there is, is
found, and is preserved, while what is untrue is reject-
ed. If the doctrine, on the other hand, be entirely
untrue, though it may prevail for a time, it soon
passes away. And if any doctrine meet from the first
with a steady rejection on the part of the great body
of the profession, notwithstanding its claims have been
perseveringly urged by its advocates, this is very good
evidence against its truth.

This verdict, then, of a multiform and aceumula-
ted experience is an indication of value, which is by no
means to be disregarded. And the farther science is
advanced, the greater is the reliance which can be
placed upon this verdiet or settled opinion of scientific
bodies of men. It should of course be much more
readily relied upon now than when science was encum-
bered with errors, and was retarded in its progress
by an undue reverence for antiquity. Even then this
sifting process of an extended and varied experience
was applied to every new doctrine, but not with so
much faithfulness and diserimination as it is at the
present day.

Let me be fairly understood. 1 am no advocate for
a blind and implicit obedience to authorities in
science. But the opinions of men who are competent
to judge, when they have had sufficient time and op-
portunity for judging, are surely of some valuoe as
evidence. Especially is this true when great numbers
of such men, constitutine scientific bodies, have given
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their opinions, both individually and collectively, and
have adhered to them for a great length of time. This
has been done in relation to Homceopathy for the last
fifty years., All the evidence which has been present-
ed in regard to this doctrine during all this time has
fastened the conviction upon the profession, that it is
false and absurd. And let it be remembered, that the
profession which thus so perseveringly and almost uni-
versally reject Homaeopathy is composed of men who
have every variety of opinions, and are not bound
together by any particular set of doctrines. There is
another circumstance also that gives significance tc
this rejection of Homceopathy. I refer to the fact that,
while so few physicians have become Homceopathists,
the great majority of those who practise according to
this system are poorly educated and irresponsible men.
Unable to get any hold upon the profession, Homaeo-
pathy has received most of its votaries from the peo-
ple; and being rejected by the schools of medicine, it
has made a show of getting up schools of its own.

Let us suppose, now, a parallel case. Suppose that
fifty years ago some theologian had broached a new
mode of biblical interpretation, which, if true, would
set aside all old rules and modes, as Hahnemann’s sys-
tem, if true, would do in medicine—that, though the
author of this system was a talented man, few among
all the regularly educated divines had adopted it—
that of this number but a very few were men of any
standing—that the great majority of those who pro-
claimed the new doctrine were poorly.educated men,
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and that this new sect opposed themselves to all * re-
gular ” theologians of every name, and set up schools
to supply the community with divines, who are educat-
ed in nothing but the absurdities of their system.
Would it not, T ask, be claimed of us laymen, that
we should believe, almost as a matter of course from
the very reception thus given to the new doctrine by
theologians, that it was“false? Would it not be said,
that it is not to be supposed that theologians, with all
their various differences, would unite as a body in
rejecting what is truly valuable ; and that if the doc-
trine had any truth in it, it could certainly get a
lodgment in some of all the various theological schools,
and that schools need not therefore be instituted pur-
posely for its propagation ?,

The parallel is complete in this case. It is not
defective in a single particular ; and yet if we should
assert that the rejection of this new mode of interpre-
tation for fifty years by theologians as a body is no
evidence against its truth, it would be taking the
same ground that many clergymen take in relation to
the rejection on the part of physicians of IHahne-
mann’s mode of interpreting disease and its cure.

Let us take a parallel case of a different character.
Suppose that some political fanatic comes forward with
an entirely new interpretation of the constitution,
which, as it conflicts with all established principles of
interpretation, is rejected by jurists and statesmen as
a bud_*;r throughout the country, and that only here and
there one can be found that adopts it. And suppose
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that this rejection of the new doctrine continues, and
that in the lapse of fifty years it does not gain a foot-
hold, among educated lawyers and statesmen, though it
may have a multitude of uneducated advocates. Such
a state of things, all will allow, furnishes good evi-
dence against the truth of the doctrine, for the plain
reason, that the opinion of those who are most compe-
tent to judge on the subject is worthy of respect and
confidence.

The same parallel can be drawn in regard to any
science or any subject. Public opinion in scientific
bodies of men, when ample time has been given for its
due establishment, has always commanded respect;
and why, I ask, should an exception be made in re-
gard to medicine? Is the medical profession less
entitled to confidence than other scientific bodies ?
Are its deliberate verdicts to be contemned as worth-
less ? This is claimed not only by ignorant radicals,
but even by some men who are esteemed by the com-
munity as being preeminent in wisdom and goodness.
They maintain that physicians will not see the evi-
dences of the success of Homcaopathy, and that they
reject it from motives of interest, mingled with an
overweaning attachment to old and established opinions.
We think thatthey can hardly be aware of the foul-
ness of the aspersion which they thus cast upon our
profession. If what they say is true, physicians are
an exceedingly inhumane class of men—they are con-
tinually sacrificing the health and even the lives of
their patients to a wicked prejudice.*

* The fact that many clergymen of eminence have taken this ground,

N
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Homeeopathy appears before us in a somewhat sin-
gular position. It pushes its claims in a manner dif-
ferent from that of any other system or theory, which,
like this, has originated in the profession. The advo-
cates of all other systems have endeavored to propa-
gate their doctrines among medical men alone. They
did not even establish schools for the special purpose
of dissemina;ting their opinions, but sought fo intro-
duce them into the schools already in existence. Nei-
ther Brown nor Broussais, for example, founded
schools to teach their doctrines, although they were
so different from the opinions which prevailed in the
profession. All founders of systems previous to Hah-
nemann endeavored to leaven the whole profession, car-
ing little comparatively for the opinions of the unpro-
fessional public. But the advocates of Homceopathy,
instead of seeking to change the opinions of medical
men alone, appeal to the public against the profession,
and aim at establishing another medical profession in
opposition to that already in existence. And for this
purpose they have instituted schools in order to indoc-
trinate the disciples of the new system in its principles.

has materially lessened the confidence which medical men generally
have in their learning and judgment. When, in addition to giving cre-
dence to such an absurdity as Homeopathy, against the plainest rules of
evidence, they cast such a false imputation upon our profession, it is not
strange that physicians are ready to infer, that they are as irrational and
as regardless of the true rules of evidence on theological as they are on
medical subjects, Secepticism has often thus been encouraged, not to say
engendered, and a respect for our holy religion has been destroyed by
this conduct on the part of its ministers.
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Homeeopathy, therefore, is mongrel in its character.
While it has a scientifio air, and puts forth the most
ostentatious scientific pretensions, it comes before us
very much in the guise of quackery, and it uses all
the appliances of quackery to gain the popular favor.*
And more than this, while it impudently claims to
be the only true system of medicine, it leaves all
researches in physiology, and in anatomy, both natural
and morbid, to those whom it denounces, as obstinately
clinging to antiquated errors.

Homceopathy and its sister delusion, Thompsonianism,
strongly resemble each other in the mannerin which they
prosecute their claims. Though they movein different
spheres, their tactics are very much the same. Though

¥ Dr. Blatchford, in his witty and excellent address on Homeopathy,
thus remarks : Another peculiar feature in Homeopathy, not much cal-
culated to give it success with the thinking community, is that
their periodicals and other organs, animate and inanimate, speak of no
unsuccessful application of their principles: none but palpable cases of
cure are mentioned, and these are served up in a dress to suit the mul-
titude. This is a feature which is certainly calevlated to ally Homeeo-
pathy with empiricism, to say the least; and reminds one of the artful
contrivance of the proprietor of a certain mineral spring in England, who
kept one room in which were deposited the crutches of all those patients
who had received so much benefit from the waters as not to require
their assistance any longer. One day a company of ladies and gentle-
men, as usual, were shown into this apartment, with its hundreds of
crutches, and the virtues of the waters highly extolled, when an old
decrepid servant of the establishment, who was seated in one corner of the
room, said in a low tone to a gentleman who stood near, *“ Ah me! they
take good care to say nothing about the heaps of erutches we burn up

every year of the poor creatures who come here only to die. Dead
bones tell no tales, you know.”
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Homceopathy may look with contempt upon the coarse
radicalism of her vulgar and ignorant sister, she has
the same radicalism in a more refined and specious
form. Both ery out against the ¢ regular” profession ;
and the tendency of the efforts of both, however stoutly
the genteel and learned patrons of Homeeopathy may
deny it, is to destroy the safeguards which secure to
the community a well-educated body of medical men.
Other systems, as Chrono-Thermalism, Eelecticism,
efe., have also arisen, and have taken the fashion of
their measures from Hahnemannism and Thompson-
ism, and have joined with them in the great work of
medical radicalism.



CHAPTER VIL

CONCLUDING OBSERVATIONS,

I wiLL conclude this essay with a few remarks upon
some of the lessons which both the medical profession
and the community may draw from this exposure of
Homeeopathy.

The profession may learn from the fantasies of Hah-
nemannn the evils which result to science from a dis-
position to theorize. There is no one thing that has
so much retarded the progress of medicine as this dis-
position, which has been so prevalent among medical
men in all ages and countries. Ingenious hypotheses
have, to a very great cxtent, taken the place of accu-
rate and extended observations in the past records of
our science. And as we look back upon the history
of medicine, and scan the influcnece of all the promi-
nent men in our profession in all past times, we can
see in the case of each that his uscfuiness was in an
inverse ratio to his dispositibn fo theorize. It is the
men of observation, who have been content to tread
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‘“the tardy steps of induction,” instead of taking the
airy flights of theory, that have gathered the real
treasures of medical science. Theorists have never
done this, except when they have ceased to theorize,
and begun to observe. Now, Hahnemann never did
any thing but theorize. He was under the entire
dominion of the theorizing spirit. His was no partial
possession. And it must be remembered that the differ-
ence between him and other theorists is one chiefly
of degree. They have nof, I allow, wandered as far
away from the truth as he did; but so far as they
have gone, it was upon the same track of delusion.
This being the case, the example of Hahnemann can
well be cited, as showing the legitimate tendencies of
the theorizing spirit, when unrestrained and carried
out to their full extent.

The investigation of Homaopathy which we have
oone through in this essay, is of advantage, not
merely in exposing the falsity of this vaunted system,
but in developing and illustrating the rules or prin-
ciples of evidence, which should be applied in testing
the value of any remedy or any system of practice.
The errors which have been committed by the be-
lievers in Homceopathy, in the application of these
prineiples, are not new and singular; but they arise
from the same sources with the multitude of errors
that have prevailed in relation to all other systems
and remedies. The exposition, therefore, which I
have made of the absurdities and inconsistencies of
Homaopathy, may, by revealing the common sources
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of medical errors generally, be of some service in cor-
recting that loose habit of mind which is so prevalent
both in the profession and in the community, in re-
gard to evidence on the subject of medicine.

On this point there is great need of a reform, even
among medical men. The same principles of evidence
which reject Homaeopathic observation as inconelu-
sive and false, must, if rigidly applied, reject a large
portion of the observations contained in the annals of
medicine. Too much has been taken wupon ftrust,
without regard to the degree of fidelity or capacity in
the observer. A sifting process needs to be applied to
the recorded experience of the profession. The prin-
ciples upon which causes are indisputably connected
with their results need to be thoroughly examined,
and the difficulties in their application to be faithfully
developed, that they may be justly appreciated.
And the gross errors of Homeceopathists in this re-
spect, may serve to direct the attention of medical
men to their own lesser errors, and to the cautions
which are requisite in cstimating the effects of reme-
dies.

Medicine has nothing to fear from pushing the
rules of evidence to their strictest application, though
very much of the recorded experience of physicians
may be demolished, or be brought under suspicion.
Even if we discard all that is in the least doubtful,
there is enough left to establish medicine as a science,
and that, too, a science not barren and meagre, but
abounding in facts and principles.
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Another lesson, which may be learned from Ho-
mceopathy by the profession, is the importance of
observing the operations of nature in her efforts to
remove disease. The cures which are effected under
irue Homceopathic treatment, are not effected by
medicine, but by nature, sometimes with the aid of
mental influence. The experience, therefore, which
is presented by Homceopathy, of which physicians
occasionally obtain some glimpses, is of much value,
as showing the power of nature to cure disease, and
developing the principles upon which she acts in
doing i1t. It 1s in this way that the most absurd of
all medical delusions may be made to do essential
service to the cause of science and humanity.

It has sometimes been claimed by the advocates of
Homeeopathy, that Hahnemann has been the great
teacher to our professien of the lesson fo which 1 have
referred. It is not only a false but an impudent
claim. Not only did he never teach it directly, but
he proclaimed a doctrine, as the reader has seen in a
former part of this essay, in direct opposition to it,
and in every way cast contempt upon the curative
- powers of nature in comparison with the effects of his
infinitesimal globules. And more than this; the
lesson had begun to be learned by medical men {from
other sources, before Homeeopathy was known. [t
was learned from the expeciant mode of treatment,
which has been so long popular with the French. It
was learned in the individual experience of mulfi-
tudes of physicians, who found Sydenham’s experience

¥
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in the treatment of the small-pox to be verified to a
great extent in other diseases. And for more than
half a century, there has been a decided movement
in the profession in opposition to an indiseriminate
heroic medication, This movement has been becom-
ing every year more and more general. And the
utmost that can be said of Homcopathy on this
point is, that it has had a decided influence, though
an indirect one, in favoring this tendency in the pro-
fession.

Dr. Forbes, in remarking upon the present preva-
lence of indiscriminate and profuse medication in the
profession, not only overstates the truth, but is incen-
sistent with himself in other parts of his essay, in
which he speaks of the advance which has been made
in practical medicine. His language is : * Things have
arrived at such a pitch, that they cannot be worse.
They must mend or end.” Even upon his own
showing, things have been worse. They have been
most obviously mending, and that for a long time.
If we compare the therapeuties of the present day
with that which prevailed fifty or an hundred years
agn, medication is vastly more cautious and diserimi- -
nating than it was then, and the movements of
nature, in the cure of disease, are much more nar-
rowly observed. And, at this tune, there are multi-
tudes of minds in the profession on the right track in
their inquiries; and we have reason to anticipate
that great advances will now be rapidly made in the
practical part of ovr science.
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While the change which I have indicated is going
on in the profession, it is an interesting and impor-
tant inquiry for each individual practitioner, what
course he ought to pursue in his own private practice?
Must he wait and do almost nothing till he can find
ouf all the truth ? Because ‘ heroic” medicines have
done so much harm, must he for the present utterly
forbear using them ? This would be going to the
opposite extreme, and, in his endeavor to be certain
of doing no harm, he would surely sometimes lose
rich opportunities of doing good. The experience of
every judicious physician, even if all cases in the
least degree doubtful be left out of view, testifies
most clearly to the fact, that there are times when
powerful remedies can do much good. And the
more discriminating he is, the more skillful of course
will he be in discovering the times and the circum-
stances which call for their application. The duty of
the practitioner plainly is to use in each case all the
means which his judgment dictates; at the same time
he should learn all that he can, by watching narrowly
the effects of his remedies, and by comparing his own
experience with that of other reliable observers. If phy-
sicians as a body would engage in this rigid observa-
tion of the influence of remedies upon disease, while a
large portion of the positive medication still remain-
ing would be discarded, great triunmphs would be
achieved in the discriminate use of heroic remedies,
which now we fail to achieve, because with our present
dim and confused experience, we so often fail to per-
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ceive the modes, and mark the times, in which they
should be applied.

That there is still prevalent in the profession a
lamentable carelessness in the observation of the effects
of remedies is evident, from the readiness with which
every new remedy or mode of practice obtains a cur-
rency among medical men, before there is really time
to test its merits. This mushroom popularity ecould
not attend every new thing which is introduced to the
notice of medical men, if rigid and patient observation
were a general habit in the profession, instead of being
confined, as it now is, o a comparatively small portion
of its members.

The enemies of our profession have been exceedingly
busy in pointing out its defects and errors. And
none have been more active in this work than Homceo-
pathists. They seem to prize such exposures as the
very best arguments which can be adduced in favor
of their own system; as if, forsooth, becaunse Allopa-
thy has defects and inconsistencies, therefore Homceo-
pathy must be true. However provoking this may be,
it is the part of wisdom to take good-naturedly all
such attacks, and profit, so far as we can by any dis-
coveries which our enemies may make of our defi-
ciencies,

In noticing a few of the lessons which the ecommu-
nity may learn from this exposure of Homaopathy I
must be brief. :

Homceopathy adds another to the multitude of illus-
trations of the facility with which the community
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may be deceived in relation to the comparative results
of different remedies and modes of practice. There
is no remedy, and no mode of practice, that has not
obtained for a time a high reputation for success.
And this has been true of those shich after-expe-
rience has shown to be valueless, as well as those that
have had some ground for their reputation. This
being the case, it might reasonably be expected, that
the community would learn wisdom from this expe-
rience, which has been so often repeated, and that the
history of past delusions would serve to gnard them
against yielding a ready credence to those of the
present day. But thisis a lesson which they are
slow to learn, And hence the necessity of that
thorough and patient examination, which we have
made in this essay, of one of the most absurd delusions
that ever entered the human mind.

The evidences, upon which the pretensions of Ho-
meeopathy, as a system of practice, are based, are pre-
cisely of the same loose character with those upon
which the alleged success of Perkins’ Tractors, the
royal touch, the tar-water of Bishop Berkeley, or any
other of the multitude of past quaclkeries has been
predicated.* It is time that intelligent men should
understand the fallacy of these evidences. If is time,
that they should be aware of the special necessity
there is for a rigid application of the rules of evidence
in medical experience; and they should demand that
every new doctrine or remedy should be subjected to

* For afull presentation of this subject, gee ** Medical Delusions.

N *
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the thorough test of a careful and extended observa-
tion, instead of receiving it, as they now often do, on
proofs of the slightest and narrowest character.

The most important lesson which needs to be
learned by the community is in relation to their duty
of sustaining the medical profession. It is obviously
as true of medicine, as it is of any other science, that
its advancement can be best promoted by securing for
the work of its investigation a well educated body of
men. And any encouragement which is accorded to
quackery in any form, or to any sect which comes out
in vpposition to the regular profession, tends to defeat
this desirable object. It is a strange policy which
- would make an exception of medical science in this
respect. Medical men do not differ so much from
other bodies of scientific men, as to need the appli-
ances of quackery in order to establish any thing that
is valuable. They are not, as a body, bound down by
. stupid and obstinate attachment to antiquated
customs and notions. They are quite as ready as the
votaries of other sciences to welcome every new dis-
covery or invention. And further than this, though
quackery has flourished in all ages, and has boasted
itself mightily of its achievements, I know of not one
of all the discoveries and 1mprovements that have been
made in medicine to which quackery has the shadow
of a claim.

The true position of the advocates of Homceopathy
should be understood. They attack both the science
and the profession of medicine. Lofty and scientific
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as are their pretensions, their spirit is the very spirit
of radicalism. They aim, as do the advocates of other
exclusive and absurd systems, less refined and elabo-
rate than this, to destroy the medical profession, and
to substitute in its place a mere sect, bound together
by an ephemeral folly, and founded by one who
began his career as an open and unblushing quack.

In view of the above considerations, we ask the
intelligent and influential in the community to decide
whether they will consent to encourage this radicalism
in medicine, or whether they will unite in throwing
around our profession all those safe-guards which are
needed to secure its advanecement, and to enable it to
deliver society from the evils of quackery. The issue
is distinet and clear. Every man’s influence is thrown
into the one scale or the other. It is not a light
thing that a man does, who gives his countenance to
delusion and quackery, even though it be but a
momentary act, and an exception to his ordinary treat-
m ent of the medical profession. He lends by this act
his sanction to the whole system of imposture, which
the opposers of a well-educated profession, from
Hahnemann down to the most ignorant of village
quacks, or the basest seller of patent nostrums, are
endeavoring to foist upon the community.

It is no small consideration that the influence of
this issue extends beyond our science and our pro-
fession. The radiealism, which is so thoughtlessly
encouraged by so many of even the good and intelli-
gent of the community to make its attacks upon us,

7
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APPENDIX.

PROFESSOR HENDERSON AND HOM@EOPATHY.

Tue following statement was made by Professor Simpson, at a
meeting of the Edinburgh Medico-Chirurgical Society, held on the 19th
of November last :

“ Some eight years ago, Dr. Simpson received a present of a box of
Homeaopathic medicines from an old school-fellow, who had set upasa
Homeeopathic druggist. During the time it was in Dr. Simpson’s pos-
session, it was given as a plaything to his son, then a child. The boy
amused himself by uncorking the bottles, emptying their contents into
a general heap, and then refilling them promiscuously. The effect of
this was a complete compounding of the globules of different kinds, by
mixing them together. It soon happened that a professional brother
calling at Dr. Simpson’s, took a fancy to the box, and carried it off.
Many weeks after, the new proprietor of the box met Dr. Simpson
and told him he had been trying Homeaopathy with the contents of his
box, and that he had accomplished wonderful cures. Dr. Simpson en-
joyed the joke, and said nothing about the box, until finding his friend
had got deep into the Homeopathic mine, and actually published a list of
cures, he at length told him of the elaborate mixture the globules had
undergone. This friend is Dr. Henderson ! ! !"?

This statement calls for a few, and only a few, comments.

There can be no doubt as 1o its truth. Leaving out of view the un-
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questionable reliability of Professor Simpson, the circumstances under
which the statement was made are a sufficient voucher for its correct-
ness. It was made in the city where Professor Henderson resides, in an
open and full meeting of a medical society, no less than sixty-four mem-
bers being present. It was made four months ago, and has since been
widely published, and as yet I have not heard of its truth being at all
disputed. If it were not true, it would have been called in question
and disproved, as soon as the report of the meeting came to the ears of
Dr. Henderson and his friends, which was undoubtedly the case the very
day following the meeting.

Professor Henderson has been, on the whole, for the past few years,
the great man, the Magnus Apollo among the Homeopaths. Loud has
been the boasting over his conversion to the doctrines of the “ Sage of
Coethen.”” And now we have an account of the manner of his conver-
sion. Though the mixture in that little box of Rhus and Caprum, and
Nux, and Bell, and Mercurius, &e., was as diversified as the com-
pound in the witches’ cauldron in Macbeth, the astute professor, when-
ever he gave globules out of the bottle labelled Rhus, saw clearly the
effects of Rhus, and that uniformly, and so of all the others; and it
was thus that he was converted to Homeopathy. Whether the 122

cases upon which I comment at page 104, were treated by medicines
from this box, I know not.

Dr. Henderson, the reader will recollect, complains that physicians
are unwilling to put Homceopathy to the test of experience in their
own practice, and says, that if they could be induced to do this, it
would insure its “ universal adoption,” because “for a rational man t
try Homweopathy, is tantamount to his conversion.” Whether it is ne-
cessary to this result to “try” it in the very “rational” way in which
the learned professor tried it, he does not say.

In regard to the above remark of Dr. Henderson’s, I think it may be
safely said, that when a physician gets to such a point, that he seriously
determined to “try” Homeopathy, he is prepared to believe almost
anything; he has ceased to be a thoroughly “rational” man, and has
given himself up to the control of irrational absurdities. And physi-
cians have as good reason so to consider him as divines would have to
consider one of their number, who had determined to “try” Mormon-
ism.

It will, of course, make no difference to such a man whether the glo-
bules which he administered are duly assorted, or are promiscuously

-
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mingled, as in the case of Dr. Henderson. And this is the only expla-
nation that can be given of the professor’s conversion. If there were
any truth in Homeopathy—if medicines in infinitesimal doses produce
such marked and definite effects, that they can be readily distinguished,
then =o *“rational” a man as Professor Henderson claims, and is claimed
to be, ought to have failed to see these definite effects from medicines
promiscuously mingled. But if no such effects do actually occur, but
lie wholly in the imagination of the observer, then Professor Hender-
son’s experience and consequent conversion, are clearly accounted for.
The case belongs to the same category with that of the royal touch,
Perkins’ Tractors, Bishop Berkeley’s tar water, or any other inert medi-
cation. The * foregone conclusion” explains the results. The wish is
plamly * the father to the thought” in all such cases. And this I would
remark, is obviously the reason that the Homeopathic * provings” are
so satisfactory in the case of llomeopathic observers, though they have
uniformly proved entirely unsatisfactory to all others, as I have already
stated on page 115. Such men as Andral, and Double, and Bonuet,
though among the most accurate and shrewd of observers, have no such
“ dynamized” and * spinitualized” vision as to be able, like Professor
Henderson, and his brother Homeopathists, * to see what is not to be
seen.”

Dr. Henderson has, without being aware of it at the time, put
Homeopathy to a test somewhat similar to one which, as I have
stated on page 116, was proposed to a prominent Homeopathist in
Paris, but which he refused to app!y. I would again eall the attention
of the reader to that proposition. Nothing could be more reasonable.
Homeopathists pretend that medicines in infinitesimal doses produce
certain specific effects which can be readily recognized, at least by
those who are skilled in the “ provings.” Now I ask them to verify
this pretension in the only way in which it can be done satisfactorily.
Let there be administered to any one of them some of their remedies,
one after another, at proper intervals, without his being told in any case
what medicine he is taking. Let him, after taking each medicine, maké
as full notes as he pleases, so that the proving shall be a thorough one.
At the conclusion of the experiment, let him state, if he can, what the
remedizs are which have been administered, and in their order. L
doubt whether any Homeopathist can be found who would be willing
to submit to such a test, although that it is both a conclusive and a rea-
sonable one, no “ rational” man can question. The fear that he would



162 APPENDIX.

fail as signally as Professor Henderson did in the experiment, which
(thanks to Dr. Simpson’s little boy) he so unwittingly tried, would pre-
vent the most sturdy champion of Homwopathy from running the risk
of such a test.

SEveRAL extended notices of my essay have appeared from the Homoe-
opathic press. I find nothing in any of them which requires any reply
or explanation from me. While the real points at issue are carefully
avoided in these criticisms, they abound in fallacies and misrepresenta-
tions. That the reader may see this to be true, I will only refer him
to those parts of the essay which are made the subjects of these pseudo-
eriticisms, In doing so, however, I will make a single remark. Itis
hardly proper to make me responsible for the inconsistencies of Homee-
opathy, as these critics seem disposed to do. When I assert that an
author makes a certain statement, it surely does not disprove my asser-
tion, if it be shown that other statements inconsistent with this are to
be found upon his pages; and much less does it disprove it to show
that counter stalements appear on the pages of other standard authors.
Such inconsistencies abound in Homeopathic works, and especially in
those of the great exemplar himself.

The style in which these criticisms are couched is anything but refined
and dignified, with the exception of the thirty pages devoted to me by
Dr. Holeombe, which are for the most part marked with a gentlemanly
tone. He, however, is so far from being a thorongh Homeopathist
that he scouts the idea of acknowledging the Organon as a text book:
His language is, “ | was so dissatisfied with the loose statements, the
hasty inferences, and the dogmatism of Hahnemann’s Organon, that I
dropped it at about the 200th page, and have never finished its perusal.”
What the worshipping admirers of the *“8age of Coethen” the
“ Newton of medicine’’ will say to this remains to be seen. Of a work
recently published in New York, purporting to be a “reply” to my
essay, whica I received just as the last pages of this edition were about
being printed, I need only say, that a mere glance at its pages would
satisfy the reader that a proper self-respect should forbid my entering.
the lists with one who deals so largely in sc.rillous abuse, in place of
argument. And besides, his fallacies and misrepresentations are so
obvious, that no intelligent reader would desire me to waste time in an
exposure of them.



























